616

the Rio Grande at or near Rio Grande City,
Tex.; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. JAMES J. DELANEY:

H.R.5303. A bill to authorize the rein-
statement of Anthony P. Campanella as a
teacher in the high schools of the District
of Columbia; to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia,

By Mr. DURHAM:

H. R.5304. A bill for the relief of Pearson

Remedy Co.; to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. PFEIFER:

H.R.5305, A bill for the relief of Joseph
Scotto; to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

By Mr. SPRINGER:

H.R.5306. A bill to extend Letters Pat-
ent No. 1,734,445, to the Committee on
Patents.

By Mr. WEST:

H. R, 5307. A bill for the relief of Ben V,

King; to the Comimttee on Claims,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXI1:

1507. Mr. CLASON presented a petition of
Royal G. Daniels and others, World War II
veterans employed at Westinghouse Eleciric
Corp., at Springfield, Mass., urging repeal of
provisions in the GI bill of rights restricting
payment of benefits to veterans while strikes
are in progress, and for other purposes, which
was referred to the Committee on World War
Veterans' Leglslation.

SENATE

THURSDAY, JANUARY 31, 1946

(Legislative day of Friday, January 18,
1946)

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian,
on the expiration of the recess.

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Lord God Almighty, who amidst the
shifting sands of time standest sure, like
men who turn from dusty toil to crystal
streams, so we lift our soiled faces to
Thee from the perplexities and the im-
perfeciions which crowd the common
days, As we pause in reverent silence,
let this high place, so great a factor in
tomorrow’s pattern for all men, become
the audience chamber of Thy presence.
Because there is no solution of the
world’s ills save as it springs from the
hearts of men, we pray for ourselves:
Cleanse Thou our hearts by Thy grace,
feed our minds with Thy truth, guide our
feet in Thy paths. For Thy name’s sake,
Amen.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the President
of the United States were communi-
cated to the Senate by Mr, Miller, oneé of
his secretaries.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had passed a bill (H, R. 5158) re-
ducing certain appropriations and con-
tract authorizations available for the
fiscal year 1946, and for other purposes,
in which it requested the concurrence
of the Senate,
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CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. BILBO obtained the floor,

Mr. WHERRY and Mr. RUSSELL ad-
dressed the Chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does
the Senator from Mississippi yield to the
Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. BILEO. I promised to yield first
to the Senator from Georgia.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I
merely wish to do the customary thing
of asking unanimous consent that a
quorum be called without prejudicing
the rights of the Senator from Missis-
sippi to the floor, .

The FPRESIDENT pro tempore.
clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and
the following Senators answered to their
names:

The

Alken Gurney Myers
Auctin Hart O'Daniel
Eniley Hatch Fepper
Bankhead Enwkes Reed
Barkley Fayden Revercomb
Bilko Hickenloocper Robertson
Brewster Hill Russell
Brigus Hoey Saltonstall
Buck Hufiman Shipztead
Bushfield Johnson, Colo. Smith
But'er Johnston, 8. C. Stanfill
Byrd Kilgore Etewart
Capehart La Follette ‘fay.or
Capper Langer Thomas, Okla.
Chavez Luces Thomas, Utah
Cordon MeCarran Tobey
Donnell MeClellan Tydings
Downey McFarland Walsh
East'and McKellar Wheeler
Ellender McMehon Wherry
Ferguson Maybank ‘White
Fulbright Menrd Wiley
George Millikin Willis
Gerry Morze Wiison
Gossett Murdock Young

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen-
ator from Virginia [Mr. GLass], the Sen-
ator from Louisiana [Mr. OvVERTON], and
the Senator from New York [Mr. Wac-
NER| are absent because of illness.

The Senator from Florida [Mr. An-
DREWS1, the Senator from Nevada [Mr.
CarviLLE]l, and the Senator from Wyo-
ming [Mr. O'MAaHONEY] are necessarily
absent.

The Senator from Washington [Mr.
MircHELL] is absent on official business.,

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.
GREEN], the Senator from Pennsylvania
[Mr. GurFeY], the Senator from Wash-
ington [Mr. Macnusonl, the Sznator
from Montana [Mr. Musray], and the
Senator from Maryland [Mr. RADCLIFFE]
are detained on public business.

The Senator from Texas [Mr. Con-
wNaLLY] is absent on official business as a
representative of the United States at-
tending the first session of the General
Assembly of the United Nations, now
being held in London.

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Tun-
NELL] is absent on official business as a
member of the Mead committee.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from
Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG] is absent on
official business as a representative of
the United States attending the first ses-
sion of the General Assembly of the
United Nations, now being held in
London.

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr,
Barr] is absent because of illness,

The Senator from California [Mr.
Knowranp] is absent on official business
as a member of the Mead committee.
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The Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. Bringesl, the Senator from Illinois
[Mr. Brooks], the Senator from Okla-
homa [Mr, Moorgl, end the S2nator from
Ohio [Mr. Tarr] are necessarily absent.

The FRESIDENT pro tempore. Sev-
enty-five Senators having answered to
their names, a quorum is present.

TWENTY-FIRST REPOCRT TO CONGRESS
ON LEND-LEASE OPERATIONS—MESSAGE
FROM THE FRESIDENT

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before
the Senator from Mississippi starts his
remarks the Chair desires to lay before
the Senate a message from the President
of the United States on the twenty-first
report to Congress on lend-lease opera-
tions for the period ended September 30,
1645. The message is short, and, without
objection, it will be read at this time.

(For President’s messtge, see p. 661
of the House proceedings of today's
LRECORD.)

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
message and report will be referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

LOAN TO GREAT BRITAIN—JOINT
RESOLUTION INTRODUCED

Mr. BILEO. Mr. President, there are
several of my colleagues who wish to pre-
sent matters to be printed in the REcorp,
and I shall be glad to yield to each of
them, without losing the floor. I first
vield to my beloved leader, who wishes to
return to his committee work.

Mr. BARKLEY. I thank the Senator.
I ask unanimous consent to introduce a
joint resolution, to be referred to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, With-
out objection, the joint resolution will be
received and referred to the Committee
on Banking and Currency.

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 138)
to implement further the purposes of the
Bretton Woods Agreements Act by au-
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury
to carry cut an agreement with the
United Kingdom, and for other purposes,
was read twice by its title and referred
to the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency.

Mr. BARELEY. Mr. President, I ask
2lso to have printed at this point in my
remarks a press release with respect to
the joint resolution I have just intro-
duced.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is
there objection?

There being no cobjection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

The President has now transmitted to the
Congress the financial agreement with the
United Kingdom with the request that the
Congress take appropriate steps to implement
it. I have, consequently, introduced a joint
resolution for this purpose.

The financial agreement with Britain is a
necessary and integral part of the interna-
tional economic program of the TUnited
States, which is designed to promote the
peace and prosperity of the world. This pro-
gram has two broad objectives. The first is
to eliminate discriminatory and restrictive
trade practices and to prevent the develop-
ment of conflicting economic blocs. The
second is to create through international co-
operation the conditions necessary for an
expansion of world trade in which all coun-
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grles can participate on a fair and equal
asis.

We know from experience that a prosperous
world is a peaceful world. When world trade
breaks down, when countries adopt restric-
tive and discriminatory currency devices, they
invite retaliatory measures, and they help
to spread and intensify depression. That is
economic warfare, It 18 a risk the world can
no longer afford to take.

The policy of this Government has been
to prevent any danger of economic warfare
by getting the United Nations to cooperate
In maintaining fair currency and trade prac-
tices, The International Fund, the Inter=-
national Bank, and the proposed Interna-
tional Trade Organization are the instru-
mentalities through which this policy of in-
ternational economic cooperation will be put
into effect. We have urged this policy be-
cause American prosperity depends on ex-
panding world trade and an opportunity to
export the products of our factorles and
farms. We have urged this policy because
we belleve it Is an indispensable condition
for the maintenance of peace.

At the time that the Bretton Woods agree-
ments were drafted there were a number of
the United Nations that could not adopt im=-
mediately the currency practices required by
the International Monetary Fund. It was
realized that these countries would need a
period of time in which to reconstruct their
economies and to restore their trade. The
fund agreement provided for such countries a
transitional period, during which they would
not be required to apply the fundamental
rule of nondiscrimination In their exchange
transactions.

Britain is one of those countries which jus-
tifiably could avail itself of these transitional
provisions. During the war, her export trade
fell to 30 percent of the prewar volume. Much
of her merchant fleet, from which she used
to derive an important part of her foreign ex-
change receipts, was lost In the submarine
warfare, More than $4,600,000,000 of her for-
elgn investments were sold and her foreign
obligations were increased to more than $13,-
000,000,000 to provide the foreign exchange
resources for war, Unless she can find some
means to pay for her essential imports, Brit=-
ain must depend upon the transitional provi-
sions. She would be compelled to maintain
her wartime cuwrency and import controls,
and she might even find it necessary to ex-
tend and intensify these controls.

It is in our interest to help Britain ellm-
inate soon these wartime controls. Britain is
the world’s largest importing country. She
is the center of the British Empire and the
sterling area, a group of countriea that carry
on nearly half the world’s frade. Britain is
our best customer, The British Empire and
the sterling area buy more than 40 percent of
the exports of the United States, The con-
tinuation of Britain’s wartime controls would
make it difficult for other countries to give up
their wartime controls. It would be a serious
blow to our exporters. Even after the transi-
tion pericd has passed, we might never regain
the important position we hold in these mar-
kets.

The financial agreement with Britain has
no other purpose than to make it possible for
Britain to give up these wartime currency and
trade controls.

When this agreement is approved by Con-
gress, Americans who export to Britain will be
paid in dollars; or if they are paid in sterling,
they will be permitted to convert the sterling
into dollars.

Within a year the proceeds of exports to
Britain from all other countries will be con-
vertible into any currency. The money will
be free for use in buying goods in any coun-
try, including the United Statés.

Within a year the allccation of dollars to
sterling area countries from the London
pool will be abandoned. Any country secur-
ing dollars from business with the United
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States will be able to spend it here without
walting for approval from any other country.

The accumulated sterling balances will be
settled by Britain with the countries directly
concerned. Any funds released under this
settlement, immediately or in future pay-
ments, can be spent in any country including
the United States.

Furthermore, import licensing in Britain
will not be used to discriminate against
American exports. And Britain also asso-
ciates herself with the American proposals
to reduce unnecessary barriers to trade and
to eliminate discriminations in trade. She
will support the United States on these poli-
cies in the conference to be held to establish
International Trade Organization.

These are far-reaching commitments that
Britain undertakes in the financial agree-
ment. Thelr effects on world trade and on
American trade are of tremendous signifi-
cance. They can be carried out by Britain,
promptly, if she can get help in meeting
her essential import needs during the transi-
tion period. Some of this help Britain can
get from other countries, Much of it she
can get only from us.

That is the other feature of the finanecial
agreement, the credit to Britain. If Con-
gress approves this agreement, a line of
credit of $3,750,000,000 will be made avail-
able to Britain to pay for her current needs.
None of the credit can be used to liguidate
existing obligations. This credit will re-
main open for use until 1951. In that year
she will begin repayment of the amount
used, together with interest at 2 percent.
Under certain conditions, the interest—but
not the principal—due in any given year
‘may be waived for that year. The whole
credit will be repaid in 50 annual payments.

The SBenate is fully aware of the impor-
tance of this agreement to our foreign policy
and to our economic policy. In the words
of the President, this agreement is an es-
sential part of our program for establishing
a peaceful and prosperous world. I am con-
fident that the Senate hearings and discus-
sions will provide us all with ample opportu-
nity to give full and fair consideration to
the proposed agreement.

Joint resolution to further implement the
purposes of the Bretton Woods Agreements
Act by authorizing the Secretary of the
Treasury to carry out an agreement with
the United Kingdom, and for other pur-
poses
Whereas In the Bretton Woods Agree-

ments Act the Congress has declared it to

be the policy of the United States “to seek
to bring about further agreement and co-
operation among nations and international
bodies, as soon as possible, on ways and
means which will best reduce obstacles to
and restrictions upon international trade,
eliminate unfair trade practices, promote
mutually advantageous commercial rela-
tions, and otherwise facilitate the expansion
and balanced growth of International trade
and promote the stability of international

economic relations’; and A
Whereas in further implementation of the

purposes of the Bretton Woods agreements,

the Governments of the United States and
the United Eingdom have negotiated an
agreement dated December 6, 1945, designed
to expedite the achievement of stable and
orderly exchange arrangements, the prompt
elimination of exchange restrictions and dis-
criminations, and other objectives of the
above-mentioned policy declared by the

Congress: Therefore, be it
Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the

Treasury, in consultation with the National

Advisory Council on International Mone-

tary and Pinancial Problems, is hereby au-

thorized to carry out the agreement dated

December 6, 1945, between the United States

and the United Kingdom which was trans-

mitted by the President to the Congress on

January 30, 1846.

617

Sec. 2. The Secretary of the Treasury is
authorized in the manner prescribed by sub-
section (b) of section T of the Bretton Woods
Agreements Act (act of July 31, 1945, Fublio
Law 171, 79th Cong.), to provide and use an
amount not to exceed $3.750,000,000 solely for
the purpose of carrying out the agreement
between the United States and the United
Kingdom. Payments to the United Eingdom
under this act and pursuant to the agree-
ment and repayments shall be treated in the
manner prescribed by subsection (b) of
section 7 of the Bretton Woods Agreements
Act, and payments of interest to the United
States shall be covered into the Treasury
as miscellaneous receipts.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, I wish to ask what
the joint resolution is.

Mr. BARKLEY. It isa joint resolution
I offered yesterday following the Presi-
dent’s message and was not permitied to
introduce, implementing the message,
and providing for carrying out the agree-
ment between the United States and the
United Kingdom about the loan.

Mr. LANGER. It is my understanding
that I am to be asked to attend the com-
mittee hearings.

Mr. BARKLEY. Iassured the Senator,
and I now assure him publicly, that when
the hearings are in progress before the
Committee on Banking and Currency on
the joint resolution, the Senator will re-
ceive an invitation to attend and to make
his views known with respect to the meas-
ure, and I should be glad to extend to
him every courtesy in that connection,

Mr. LANGER. May I have the privi-
lege of bringing witnesses?

Mr. BARKLEY, That was not includ-
ed in our conversation. The length of
the hearings and the number of wit-
nesses, of course, will be determined by
the committee. I am sure that the com-
mittee will give earnest consideration to
any request the Senator from North Da-
kota might make on the subject. But I
do not know how many witnesses it will
be necessary to call, or how many will ap-
pear for or against the measure. The
committee, however, will afford the Sen-
ator every courtesy consistent with usual
committee procedure.

Mr. LANGER. I wish to say to the dis-
tinguished Senator that I feel very
strongly on this subject. That is why I
made what was an unusual objection to
the introduction of the joint resolution.
I feel strongly on this subject because of
the immense sum of money involved.

Mr. BAREKLEY. Iunderstand that the
Senator is opposed to the joint resolution
and opposed to the proposed loan and
will make his attitude known in the Sen-
ate and, if he wishes, before the com-
mittee.

Mr. LANGER., That is correct.

HARRY HOPEKINS

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Mississippi yield to
me?

Mr. BILBO. I yield. -

Mr, MAYBANK, I ask unanimous
consent to have printed in the REecorp
an editorial published in the New York
Times of yesterday entitled “A Good Sol-
dier Dies.” T also ask to have printed in
the REecorp an editorial entitled “Harry
Hopkins,” published in the Washington
Star of yesterday.
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There being no objection, the edi-
torials were ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

4From the New York Times]
A GOOD SOLDIER DIES

Harry L. Hopkins had two careers. He was
a social worker, beginning as director of a
boys® summer camp and resident in a settle-
ment house, and ending as dispenser of
£8,500,000,000 of Federal funds in the largest
relief program in history. He was an ap-
pointed official and an unofficlal Presiden-
tial adviser who little by little withdrew his
energles from relief and reform and devoted
them to getting ready for, and helping to
win, a world war. In none of these capaci-
ties did he spare himself. In none was he
ambiguous. As head of FERA, CWA, and
WPA he developed the theory that the Fed-
eral Government had a direct responsibility
for the welfare of its citizens, and that it was
better and more American that those on re-

. lief should receive a wage rather than a dole.
‘The practice was not always as gocd as the
theory, but Harry Hopkins stuck to it and
wrecked his health trying to make it work,
As Becretary of Commerce, as Lend-Lease Ad-
ministrator, and as Presldential emissary
abroad he labored in pain and fatigue to
bring home the realities of impending war,
to strengthen faith in our national allles
and to make victory possible.

Much that the late President Roosevelt
accomplished would have been impossible
without the help of Harry Hopkins., The
friendship of the two men lay in mutual
trust and was more than political, In this
relationship Harry Hopkins was never merely
& yes-man or errand boy. He helped form
policy, as when he came back from Europe in
1841 and reported that both Russia and
Britain would stand against the Nazl on-
slaught; and when he encouraged President
Roosevelt to put aside further New Deal ad-
ventures in order to unite the Nation for the
impending erisis. Some of his old associates
thought he had betrayed reform. He had
not done so. He had merely come to realize
that there would be no chance for reform
if Hitler were not crushed.

Like the late President, he was a good
soldier, bearing his wounds bravely and keep-
ing up the battle as long as he was needed
and the strength was in him. At 55 he died
too young. He deserves the honors we pay
to veterans who gave all they had to the
service of their country.

[From the Washington Star]
HARRY HOPKINS

Earry Hopkins cheerfully accepted the role
in the Roosevelt administration to which
his critics assigned him—the whipping boy
of the New Dzal. When it was politically un=-
wise to attack the President, it was popular
to lambaste Harry Hopkins. To many he
became a sort of sinister embodiment of the
‘New Deal when the term came into oppro-
brious use. Here was a “social worker” who
had "never met a pay roll in his life,” cock-
sure and full of wisecracks, given dictatorial
authority to spend some £3,000,000,000 on
projects which seemed as transitory as the
raked leaves, And whether or not he ever
said it, the boastful “spend and spend and
spend, and tax and tax and tax, and elect
and elect and elect” aptly expressed a popu-
lar estimate of his political philosophy.

The war gave Mr. Hopkins a new field of
activity, but in the eyes of his defarhers he
merely went from bad to worse. Instead of
spanding hundreds of millions through CWA
and WPA, he was pictured now as the shad-

owy figure behind the throne, scheming to -

get us into war, surreptitiously slipping trea-
sure to our allies, hobnobbing with premiers,
generalissimos, and dictators, and selling his
couniry down the river.
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Now that he is gone, it may be hoped that
some surviving member of the intimate
circle in which he lived and worked will make
available the real story of Mr. Hopkins and
the President. His value to Mr. Roosevelf,
aslde from his ability to do a job, evidently
lay in a devoted loyalty which inspired com-
plete confidence and a personalty which the
President found free of irritation. Those
who best could tell this story would reveal
a more credible account of the services per-
formed by Mr. Hopkins than the myths
which were created by his enemies. Thelr
conception of Mr, Hopkins and the value of
his war work pictures him as a selfless,
shrewd, and able administrator, unquestion-
ing in sacrifice to duty, stolcally accepting
such personal tragedies as the death of his
youngest son in action, spending his frail
health beyond endurance. He was ¢redited
with an ability to deal so forthrightly, yet
without offense with our allies, that he was
chosen for the most difficult missions in pur-
sult of what we needed. And no scandal of
personal aggrandizement was ever made to
stick to his name.

The death of Mr. Roosevelt ended an as-
sociation which is unique and, therefore, of
fascinating interest to the historians. Cne
may believe that when its detalls are recorded
Mr. Hopkins will outlive the memory of his
detractors,

Mr. MAYBANEK. I may say, Mr. Pres-
ident, that in the passing of Harry Hop-
kins the people of the United States have
lost one of their great war leaders, a man
who gave understandingly of his time,
his service, and his energy, always in the
interest of America and the American
people during the crisis of the war and
the period immediately following the
War.

Mr. President, in the death of Mr.
Hopkins I have lost a very dear personal
friend. The editorials I have placed in
the Recorp truly picture his character,
his courage, and his unselfishness.

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS

By unanimous consent, the following
routine business was transacted:

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be-
fore the Senate the following letters,
which were referred as indicated:

REPORT ON DISPOSITION OF SURPLUS WAR-BUILT
MERCHANT BHIFS

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy,
transmitting a confidential copy of a report
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff on the disposition
of surplus war-built merchant ships (with an
accompanying report); to the Committee on
Commerce.

REPORT ON CERTAIN LANDS WITHIN INDIAN:
RESERVATIONS

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the
Interior, reporting, pursuant to law, that no
lands valuable for power or reservoir sites or
necessary for use in connection with irriga-
tion projects have been reserved from lands
within Indian reservations; to the Committee
on Indian Affairs.

REePORT oF UNITED STATES OFFICE OF EDUCATION

A letter from the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Security Agency, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the Annual Report of the Office of
Education for the fiscal year 1945 (with an
accompanying report); to the Committee on
Education and Labor.

REPORT OF SOCIAL SECURITY BOARD
A letter from the Administrator of the
Federal Security Agency, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the Tenth Annual Report of the
Social Securlty Board, for the fiscal year ended
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June 30, 1945 (with an accompanying report);
to the Committee on Finance.

REPORT OF SURPLUS PROPERTY ADMINISTRATION

A letter from the Administrator of the Sur-
plus Property Administration, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the fourth guarterly prog-
ress report of that Administration, 1945 (with
an accompanying report); to the Committee
on Military Affairs,

REPORT OF SURPLUS PROPERTY BOARD

A letter from the Administrator of the
Surplus Property Administration, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the third quarterly
progress report of the BSurplus Property
Board, 1945 (with an accompanying report);
to the Committee on Military Affairs,

REPORT OF CAPITAL TrRANSIT CoO.

A letter from the president of the Capital
Transit Co., Washington, D. C., transmitting,
pursuant to law, a report covering opera-
tlons of that company for the calendar year
1945, with balance sheet as of December 31,
1945 (with accompanying papers); to the
Committee on the District of Columbia,

RePoRT OF WASHINGTON RAILWAY & ELECTRIC
Co.

A letter from the vice president of the
Washington Rallway & Electrie Co., trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report of that
company for the year ended December 31,
1845 (with an accompanying report); to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

ReporT OF PoroMac ELECTRIC PoweEr Co.

A letter from the general manager of the
Potomac Electric Power Co., Washington,
D. C, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re-
port of that company for the year ended
December 31, 1845 (with an accompanying
report); to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

STATEMENT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES OF
THE CHESAPEAKE & PoToMAC TELEFHONE
Co

Two letters from the president of the
Chesapeake & Potomac Telephone Co,
Washington, D. C., transmitting, pursuant to
law, a comparative general balance sheet and
a corrected statement of receipts and ex-
penditures of that company for the year
ended December 31, 1845 (with accompany-
ing reports); to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIAL

Petitions, efc., were laid before the
Senate, or presented, and referred as
indicated:

By the PRESIDENT pro tempore:

A joint resolution of the Legislature of the
Btate of California, to the Committee on
Military Affairs,

“Senate Joint Resolution 2
“Joilnt resclution relative to memorializing
the President and Congress of the United

States to declare as surplus all unnecessary

building materials held by the armed

forces and to provide preference rights to
veterans in sales of such materials

“Whereas the conclusion of actual hostili-
ties finds the armed services of the United
States in possession of large quantities of
building materials in this State which are
no longer needed in the prosecution of the
war; and

“Whereas there exists in this State an im-
mediate and urgent need to provide ade-
quate housing facilities for our citizens and
especlally for returning veterans and their
families; and

“Whereas ‘it 15 only fitting and proper that
a grateful Nation afford every possible op-
portunity to its veterans to reestablish thems-
selves in clvil life and in comfortable, sani-
tary, and healthful surroundings: Now,
therefore, be it
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“Regolved by the Senate and Assembly of

of the State of California, jointly, That the.

Legislature of the State of California hereby
memoriallzes and respectfully urges the
President and the Congress of the United
States immediately to declare as surplus all
building materials now held by the armed
forces in this State and which are no longer
required for military purposes, and to pro-
vide proper measures whereby veterans be
given a priority in the purchase of such ma-
terials; and be 1t further

“Resolved, That a copy of this joint resolu-
tion be transmitted to the President of the
United States, and to the President pro tem-
pore of the Senate, to the Speaker of the
House of Representatives, and to each of
, the Senators and Representatives of this
State In the Congress.”

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE:

A resolution adopted by the Common Coun-
cil of the City of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for
the enactment of House bill 2232, providing
for a permanent Fair Employment Practice
Committee; ordered to lie on the table,

By Mr. CAPPER:

A petitlon of sundry members of St. Paul's
Evangelical and Reformed Church, of
Eudora, Kans., praying for the enactment of
legislation to provide for the immediate re-
lease of consclentious objectors in the
armed forces; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

A memorial of sundry members and
friends of St. Paul's Evangelical and Re-
formed Church of Eudora, Eans, remon-
strating against the enactment of legisla-
tion providing for compulsory military con=-
:c;g:lun: to the Committee on Military

5.

DEMOBILIZATION OF ARMED FORCES—
PETITION

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I present
a petition signed by more than 100 resi-
dents of the city of Jamestown, N. Dak.,
the signatures to which, I am told, were
secured in less than 1 hour. I may say
that I know most of the signers per-
sonally, and they are of all political com-
plexions. The petition reads as follows:

We, the undersigned, citizens of the city
of Jamestown, Stutsman County, N. Dak.,
demand that all men who have been in the
armed forces for 2 years and have served
overseas be released immediately. We be-
lieve there are shipping accommodations to
bring the men who are eligible for discharge
home from both the Pacific and European
theaters if the facilities are used properly
and for the purpose of bringing the eligible
men of the armed forces to the United
States.

AMENDMENT OF RAILROAD RETIREMENT
ACT—PETITION

Mr, CAPPER. Mr. President, I have re-
ceived a petition signed by several hun-
dred railroad employees of Liberal, Kans,,
asking me to work for a measure that
will amend the Railroad Retirement Act,
changing the age limit to 60 years, and
the total disability clause to include those
with 10 years’ service with the railroads,
I think this suggestion is worthy of seri-
ous consideration. I ask that the peti-
tion be referred to the Committee on
Interstate Commerce for early considera-
tion. The petition is as follows:

We, the undersigned railroad employees,
ask that you exert your influence in havlng
the railroad retirement law amended,
changing the age limit to 60 years and the
total disability clause to Include those with
10 years' service with the rallroads,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With=-
out objection, the petition will be re-
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ceived and referred to the Committee on
Interstate Commerce, as requested by the
Senator from Kansas.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA REPRESENTA-
TION IN THE CONGRESS

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I have
received a copy of a resolution adopted
by the Hampshire Heights (D. C.) Citi-
zen'’s Association urging the Congress to
enact the Capper-Sumners resolution
granting District representation in the
Senate and House of Representatives, as
well as Presidential electors.

I ask unanimous consent to present
the resolution for appropriate reference
and that it be printed in the Reconrp.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was received, referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to
be printed in the REcorp, as follows:

Whereas there is now in committee the
Bumners-Capper resolution which provides
for an amendment to the Constitution to
empower Congress to grant the District rep-
resentation in the Senate and the House of
Representatives and among the electors; and

Whereas it 1s the desire of the greater num-
ber of Washingtonians that this resolution
be favorably acted upon; and

Whereas this assoclation has on a numher
of occasions in the past years endorsed such
action: Therefore be it

Resolved in regular meeting assembled this
22d day of January 1946, That Hampshire
Helghts Citizens' Association go on record as

favoring the passage of this resolution; and,

further

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be
sent the following: The president of the
United States Federation of Citizens' Asso-
clation; Senators CAPPER, WHERRY, STANFILL,
and Murpock; Benate Judiciary Committee;
Representative SumnEers; Central Suffrage
Conference. .

Respectfully submitted.

DoN. R. LAMBOENE,
Chairman, Suffrege Commitiee.

SUSPENSION OF IMMIGRATION—RESOLU-
TION OF VETERANS COF FOREIGN WARS
OF THE UNITED STATES

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I have
received from the national legislative
committee of the Veterans of Foreign
Wars, a very fine organization, a copy
of a resolution adopted by them in which
they take a stand for suspension of all
immigration. I ask unanimous consent
to present the resolution for appropriate
reference and that it be printed in the
Recorn. I believe this proposal has
strong support in my section of the coun-
try.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was received, referred to the Com-
mittee on Immigration, and ordered to
be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Whereas the critical shortage of housing In
the United States is such as to require a
period of 10 years for construction of new
homes before the housing accommodations
will meet the demands of the population
of the United States; and

Whereas the United States has an obliga-
tion to first furnish employment to the men
and women of the armed forces who have
defended this country, and also furnizsh em-
ployment to the other employable citizena
of the United States; and

Whereas unrestricted immigration to this
country will intensify the critical housing
shortage and prevent the furnishing of em-
ployment to returned veterans and employ=

.able citizens: Therefore be it
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Resolved, by the Veterans of Foreign Wars
of the United States, through iis national
legislative committee, meeting in Washing-
ton January 14, 15, and 16, 1946, That Con-
gress be requested to immediately enact leg-
fslation prohibiting Immigration from all
countries for a period of 10 years; be it
further

Resolved, That a copy of this resclution be
forwarded to all Members of the House of
Representatives and the Senate of the United
States, with a request for an early pronounce-
ment of thelr position on this issue.

PROTEST AGAINST GRANTING OF GOV-
ERNMENT LOANS TO FOREIGN COUN-
TRIES

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to present for anpro-
priate reference and printing in the
REcorp a resolution adopted by the Vet-
erans of Foreign Wars of the United
States, through its national legislative
committee, meeting in Washington, D, C.,
January 14, 15, and 16, 1946, protesting
against the granting of Government
loans to foreign governments or the ad-
vancement in the future of any money to
any foreign agency or government, and
requesting that the national legislative
representative of that organization be
authorized and directed to represent
such action before congressional com-
mittees.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was received, referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency, and
ordered to be printed in the REecorp, as
follows:

Whereas the United States State Depart-
ment has entered into an agreement with a
foreign government for a Government loan
in the amount of about $4,000,000,000, re-
quiring the future approval of Congress; and

Whereas other foreign countries already
have or are making approaches to this Gov-
ernment for loans which will aggregate
$30,000,000,000 or more; and

‘Whereas the debt of the Federal Govern=-
ment as a result of the recent conflict ap-
proximetes $300,000,000,000, a staggering in-
debtedness under any circumstances; and

Whereas the loan presently negotiated and
awaiting congressional approval is at a rate
of 2 percent, but actually, as a result of the
b5 years’ grace, approximates a rate of 1.62
percent, and the Federal Government aver-
age rate on War bonds and Victory bonds is
approximately 1.82 percent; and

Whereas it has been said by most econo-
mists, and as has been well said by many
statesmen, “that if this country can main-
tain full employment and a standard of live
ing higher than that of any other country
[the American standard of lving and way
of life] only by perpetually having a large
surplus of exports over imports, then it will
be impossible for any foreign country receiv-
ing such a loan to repay same”; and

Whereas statesmen of the country now fa-
vored by the loan agreement advance one set
of expressions for home consumption and
another for consumption in the United
States—the former along this line: That
“the loan is a prelude to further mutual
advantageous arrangements and that the
Empire and this country's activities can be
integrated to insure for ourselves [the bor-
rowing country| and the whole world a long
period of prosperity and peace”; and

Whereas attention is called in the above -
respect to the attitude of this borrowing
country regarding overseas and international
aviation respecting the dictation of fares for
aerial transportation and its recent unilateral
action, secretly applied, of imposing 21 points
of submission on the independent country
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of Siam, most of which covered trade prefer-
ences and exclusive aviation rights; and

Whereas experience of the Government as
8 loaner of money to foreign governments,
over the years, unfortunately demonstrates
that we become disliked and accused of
many things; lack culture, are behind the
times and our religious perception woefully
antiquated and as on former occasions we
will be called Uncle Shylock and many other
unkind names; and

Whereas in the light of the future financial
needs of and rehabilitation of our veterans
and service men and women, and the wel-
fare of our country and its citizens, our
economy now is burdened beyond the break-
ing point, in the matter of Government
debt; and

Whereas it was never envisioned in this
or any other country's fiscal set-up, to be-
come a government banker, for other coun-
iries good or bad, and is foreign to our
country's policy and inimical to its welfare
and status of respect in the family of
nations; and

Whereas in the light of the economiec
principal involved, that to be able to repay
any loan pgranted a foreign country, it would
be necessary for such foreign country to
export to the United States goods and serv-
ices in excess of the value of those imported
from the United States, in other words a
balance of trade against our labors and in-
dustry; how would labor and industry like
that? (We veterans also are greatly con=-
cerned.) And to meet just such a situation
and circumstance, the borrowing country has
gseen to it that there is in the agreement an
escape clause which permits the borrower
to put off interest payments in any year in
which it has insufficient dollar balances.
How frequently will this occur do you think?
And if you are not a dodo, what do you need
to happen or be told you, not to know
from the above that this Government loan
if granted will, as in the past, never be re-
paid by such Government, and they have
set up the proviso, which will be its answer
whenever the default occurs; and

Whereas your attention is called to the
reply courteous given our country by the
present borrower when we as customarily
présent the bill for debts due—in June 1938.
The borrower's Ambassador presented the
following note June 14, 1938:

“I am directed to express the appreciation

of His Majesty's Government of the assur-
ance of the Government of the United
States 1s fully disposed to discuss any pro-
posal which His Majesty's Government may
desire to put forward in regard to the pay-
ment of this indebtedness. * * * His
Majesty’s Government will be willing to re-
open discussions on the subject whenever
circumstances are such as to warrant the
hope that a satisfactory result might be
reached.”
. Can't you just visualize the nature of the
answer 10 or 20 years hence if another loan is
granted and another bill therefor is recelved;
and

Whereas notwithstanding the propaganda
that will be spread nationally seeking to
arouse public favor for the granting of this
first proposed loan in the year 1946, it, and
any others, is against the best interest and
welfare of our country and its citizens: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Veterans of Foreign
Wars of the United States, through its na-
tional legislative committee, meeting in
‘Washington, D, C., this 14th, 15th, and 16th
of January 1946, memorializes the Congress
of the United States to oppose and refuse the
granting of Government loans to foreign gov=
ernments or the advancements in the future
to any foreign agency or government of any
money, or grant of funds for any reason or
purpose whatsoever by this Government from
any Government source, and that the na-
tional legislative representatives be author=
ized and directed to represent such action
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before congressional committees handling
such legislation.

That such loans from private sources.or
advancements for relief or otherwise by pub-
'1110 appeal is suggested as the proper proce-

ure,

REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE

Mr. TYDINGS, from the Committece
on Territories and Insular Affairs, to
which were referred the following bills,
reported them severally without amend-
ment and submitted reports thereon:

H.R.2580. A bill to authorize municipali-
ties and public utility districts in the Terri-
tory of Alaska to issue revenue bonds for
public-works purposes (Rept. No. 9810);

H. R. 3614, A bill to ratify and confirm act
33 of the Session Laws of Hawall, 1045, ex-
tending the time within which revenue bonds
may be issued and delivered under chapter
118, Revised Laws of Hawail, 1945 (Rept. No.
911); and

H.R. 3657. A bill to ratify and confirm act
32 of the Session Laws of Hawaii, 1945 (Rept.
No. 912).

REPORT ON DISFOSITION OF EXECUTIVE
PAFERS

Mr. BARKLEY, from the Joint Select
Committee on the Disposition of Execu-~
tive Papers, to which were referred for
examination and recommendation a list
of records transmitted to the Senate by
the Archivist of the United States that
appeared to have no permanent value or
historical interest, submitted a report

_thereon pursuant to law.

BILLS AND A JOINT RESOLUTION
INTRODUCED

Bills and a joint resolution were in-
troduced, read the first time, and, by
unanimous consent, the second time, and
referred as follows:

By Mr, CAPPER:

8.1780. A bill to provide for the appoint-
ment of public defenders in the district
courts of the United States; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

(Mr. GOSSETT (for hlmaeir. Mr, CARVILLE,
Mr. CHavEZ, Mr. JoansoN of Colorado, Mr.
RoOBERTSON, Mr. MCFARLAND, Mr. MITCHELL, and
Mr, Mogrse), introduced Senate bill 1781, to
authorize the establishment of field sta-
tions in the Bureau of Mines {or the pur-
pose of reestablishing the mineral resources
in the United States, which was referred to
the Committee on Mines and Mining and
appz2ars under a separate heading.)

(Mr. LANGER introduced Senate bill S.
1782, to provide for loans to individuals for
the purpose of enabling them to obtaln a
college or university education, which was
referred to the Committee on Education and
Lahor, and appears under a separate heading.)

(Mr. McCARRAN introduced Senate bill
1783, to amend the District of Columbia
Teachers’ Salary Act of 1845, as amended, to
provide for increases in the salaries of cer-
taln teachers, and for other purposes, which
was referred to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and appears under a sep-
arate heading.)

(Mr. BARKLEY introduced Senate Joint
Resolution 138, to implement further the
purposes of the Bretton Woods Agreements
Act by authorizing the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to carry out an agreement with the
United EKingdom, and for other purposes,
which was referred to the Committee on
Banking and Currency, and appears under &
separate heading.)

NEW MINERAL DEPOSITS

Mr. GOSSETT, Mr. President, I was
requested by the Senator from Nevada
[Mr, CarviLrLE]l to introduce a bill to
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authorize the establishment of field sta-
tions in the Bureau of Mines for the
purpose of reestablishing the mineral re-
sources of the United States. On behalf
of myself, the Senator from Nevada [Mr,
CarviLLel, the Senator from New Mexico
[Mr. CuAvEZ], the Senator from Colorado
[Mr. Jounson]l, the Senator from Wyo-
ming [Mr. RoeerTSoN], the Senator from
Arizona [Mr, McFarranpl, the Senator
from Washington [Mr. MrrcHeLL], and
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Morsel,
I now ask unanimous consent to intro-
duce the bill and that it be referred fo
the Committee on Mines and Mining.

There heing no objection, the bill (8.
1781) to authorize the establishment of
field stations of the Bureau of Mines for
the purpese of reestablishing the min-
eral reserves of the United Stafes and
to provide for research and instruction
in methods of discovering new mineral
deposits, and for other purposes, was
received, read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Mines and
Mining,

LOANS TO INDIVIDUALS TO OBTAIN COL-
LEGE OR UNIVERSITY EDUCATION

Mr, LANGER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to introduce for ap-
propriate reference a bill te provide for
loans to individuals for the purpose of
enabling them to obtain a college or uni-
versity education; and I request that it
be printed in full at this point in the
RECORD,

There being no objection, the bill (8.
1782) to provide for loans to individuals
for the purpose of enabling them to ob-
tain a college or university education
was received, read twice by its title, re-
ferred to the Committee on Education
and Labor, and ordered to be pnnted in
the Recorp, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Commissioner
of Education (hereinafter referred to as the
“Commissioner”) is authorized and directed
to make loans, as provided in this act from
the fund established pursuant to section 5,
to individuals desiring to obtain vocational,
technical, academie, or professional educa-,
tion beyond the high-school level.

EEc. 2. (a) Any person who is a citizen of
the United States, and who has successfully
completed a high-school course, or its equiva-
lent, shall, upon application therefor ap-
proved by the Commissioner, be eligible for a
loan under this act in an amount not to ex-
ceed $500,

(b) An application for a loan under this
act shall be in such form and contain such
information as may be prescribed by the
Commissioner and shall contain (1) a state-
ment by the applicant that he has not there-
tofore received a loan under this act; (2) a
statement of the course of study or training
propesed to be undertaken by the applicant;
(3) a statement by the applicant that the
loan applied for is necessary to such under-
taking, and that, if granted, the proceeds
thereof will be used to defray the costs of
tuition, fees, books, supplies, board, lodging,
and other necessary expenses incident to such
study or training; and (4) a certification by
an educational or training institution that
it has found the applicant qualified for such
course of study and that it is willing to ad-
mit him for such purpose.

Src. 8. Such loans shall be made without
security, except that the borrower shall
execute a promissory note payable to the
United States. Such note shall mature 18
years after the date of the loan, and shall
bear interest at the rate of 1 percent per
annum. If the applicant is a minor, such
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note shall bear the endorsement of his parent
or guardian,

SEec. 4. No loan shall be made to any person
for any period during which he is receiving
education or training under title II of the
Servicemen's Readjustment Act of 1944.

Sec, 5. There is hereby authorized to be
appropriated the sum of $3,000,000,000, which
shall constitute a revolving fund to be avail=
able for the purpose of making loans under
this act

SEc. 6. (8) The Commissioner is author-
-ized to promulgate such rules and regulations
as may be necessary to carry out the provi-
sions of this act.

(b) Nothing in this act shall be construed
to authorize the Commissioner to exercise any
influence upon the choice by an applicant for
a loan under this act of a course of training
or study or of the educational or training in-
stitution at which such course is to be pur-
sued, or to authorize the Commissioner to
exercise any supervision or control over any
such institution.

{c) The provisions of this act shall be ad-
ministered without discrimination against
any person on account of his race, color, or
creed.

AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
TEACHERS' SALARY ACT OF 1945

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to introduce a bill to
amend the Distriet of Columbia Teach-
ers’ Salary Act of 1945, as amended, to
provide for increases in tne salaries of
certain teachers, and for other purposes,
and request that it be referred to the
Committee on the District of Columbia,

There being no objection, the bill
(S. 1783) to amend the District of Colum-
bia Teachers’ Salary Act of 1945, as
amended, to provide for increases in the
salaries of certain teachers, and for other
purposes, was received, read twice by its
title, and referred to the Commitiee on
the Distriet of Columbia.

AMENDMENT TO REVENUE BILL OF 1948

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to
the revenue bill for 1946, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Finance, and
ordered to be printed.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED

The bill (H. R. 5158) reducing certain
appropriations and contract authoriza-
tions available for the fiscal year 1946,
and for other purposes, was read twice
by its title and referred to the Committee
on Appropriations.

THE ISSUES OF THE DAY—ADDRESS BY
SENATOR KILGORE

[Mr, McFARLAND asked and obtained
leave to have printed in the Recorp an ad-
dress delivered by Senator EiLcore before the
United Labor Committee for Political Action
at Minneapolis, Minn., on January 10, 1946,
which appedrs in the Appendix.}

THE PROPOSED LOAN TO GREAT BRIT-
AIN—ADDRESS BY SENATOR BROOKES

[Mr. WHERRY asked and obtailned leave to
have printed in the Recorp an address en-
titled “Should Congress Approve the Pro-
posed Loan to Britain?” delivered by Sena-
tor Brooks before the Illinols Manufacturers
Association at Chicago, Ill., January 15, 1946,
which appears in the Appendix.}

THE SCHUYLKILL RIVER RESTORATION
PROGRAM — ADDRESS BY SENATOR
MYERS
[Mr. MYERS asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the Rmcomp an address en-
titled *"The Schuylkill River Restoration Pro-
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gram,” delivered by him at a meeting of the
Interstate Commission on the Delaware River
Basin, held at Philadelphia, Pa., on January
25, 1946, which appears in the Appendix.]

LOOPHOLES IN ELECTION LAWS—
ARTICLE BY SENATOR WILEY

[Mr. WILEY asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the REcorp an article en-
titled “Loopholes in Election Laws,” written
by him and published in the February 1946
issue of Nation’s Business, which appears
the Appendix.] =

THE DECISIVE ISSUES OF 1946—ADDRESS
BY SENATOR KILGORE

[Mr. MEAD asked and obtained leave fo
have printed in the Recorp a radio address
entitled “The Decisive Issues of 1946," de-
livered by Senator Kmwcore on the program
Congress Speaks, on January 15, 1946, which
appears in the Appendix.)

THE NEED FOR HOUSING FACILITIES AND
HOUSING SUPPLIES

[Mr. MEAD asked anc obtained leave to
have printed in the REcorp a release relating
to the need for housing facilities and housing
supplies in the United States, issued by the
Chamber of Commerce of the United States
on January 25, 1946, which appears in the
Appendix. ]

DEVELOPMENT OF THE REA PROGRAM IN
NEBRASKA—ADDRESS BY CLAUDE R.
WICKARD

[|Mr. BUTLER askea and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recomp an address en-
titled "Development of the REA Program in
Nebraska,” delivered by Claude R. Wickard,
Administrator of the Rural Electrification
Administration, before a meeting of the Ne-
braska Association of Rural Power Districts,
at Columbus, Nebr., on January 25, 1946,
which appears in the Appendix.|

ADDRESS BY HARRY W. BASHORE BEFORE
NEBRASEKEA RECLAMATION ASSOCIATION

|Mr. BUTLER asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the REcorc an address de-
livered by Harry W. Bashore, former Com-
missioner of the Bureau of Reclamation,
Department of the Interior, before the Ne-
braska Reclamation Association, at Lincoln,
Nebr., on January 28, 1946, which appears in
the Appendix.]

HOW WE CAN MAKE JOBS FOR MILLIONS—
ARTICLE BY J. A. ERUG

[Mr. McCARRAN asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the ReEcorp an article en-
titled “How We Can Make Jobs for Millions,”
written by J. A. Erug, former Chairman of
the War Production Board, and published in
the American magazine for January 1946,
which appears in the Appendix.|

BIRTHDAY OF THE LATE PRESIDENT

ROOSEVELT—POEM BY GEORGE W.

. WARD
| Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina asked
and obtained leave to have printed in the
Recorp a poem written by George W. Ward,
which appears in the Appendix.|
GOVERNMENT CONTROL OF PRICES

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. BiLgo] has
the floor.

Mr. WHERRY., Mr. President, will the
Senator from Mississippi yield to me?

Mr, BILBO. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr, President, I should
like to say that the first remarks I made
on the floor of the Senate after taking the
oath of office had to do with the need of
obtaining maximum production of meat.
Soon after I was appointed a member of
the Small Business Committee. While
ser'ving on that committee the committee
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has held scores of hearings having to do
with establishing prices which would
bring about maximum production. In
some instances prices have been raised
vertically. In some cases subsidies have
been paid, such as the one designed to
bring about an increase in the produetion
of milk. But along the line there have
been some increases in prices.

At this moment much sentiment seems
to be developing throughout the country
on the part of merchants, producers, and
labor that, in order to increase employ-
ment, our pricing system should be made
flexible, and that prices should be made
sufficiently high to obtain increased pro-
duction.

I know Members of the Senate are
anxious to learn the source of a state-
ment which was made in the press re-
cently, relative to the production of
broadcloth shirts. The situation orig-
inated in an executive session of the
Small Business Committee held during
the holiday period. At that time the
representative of a shirt company ap-
peared before me in executive session. I
was asked not to give the name of the
company, so 1 withhold the name. The
name, however, has been printed in the
press. The witness told us that if his
company could be given a flexible pricing
program it would be able to produce and
deliver shirts to the consumer. We asked
why shirt companies could not do so now.
We were told that shirt companies could
not, under what is called MAP—which
means maximum average price—produce
shirts at the current cost level.

The representative of the company
was asked, “Do you have on hand now
any shirts already manufactured that
you can deliver?” That question was
asked because at every turn of the road
we find discharged servicemen who want
to buy suits of clothes and broadcloth
shirts. It was then revealed that this
particular company had on hand today
in their own warehouse 35,000 dozen
broedcioth shirts and 15,000 dozen pairs
of shorts, We asked, “Why can you not
deliver these shirts and shorts?” The
answer was, “Because we cannot deliver
them at less than cost. If we go any
higher than MAP, we are subject to suit
for violation of regulations and the pay-
ment of damages.” The question was
asked, “How much would you have to
increase the priee to free these shirts?”

Mr. President, I shall give the fizures.
By the way, I may say that the price for
that particular shirt was $2.24 retail,
which may enable the Members of the
Senate to know what brand of shirt I am
talking about. Without any increase at
all in price, in February the company
can deliver only 5 percent because of
MAP—maximum average price. If the
company were to inerease the wholesale
price of the shirt only 10 percent, the
company could distribute 35 percent of
those shirts wthout lesing money. If
the company were permitted to increase
the wholesale price 20 percent—and 20
percent on this particular brand of shirt
would be 44 cents, so the consumer could
buy it for $2.68—the company would be
able to deliver 80 percent of that stock of
35,000 dezen shirts now stored in its
warehouse. If the wholesale price of
that shirt were raised 30 percent, the
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company would be able to deliver all the
shirts it now has in its warehouse and
go on a 100-percent preduction basis,

Mr. President, I think this is the first
time those figures have been placed be-
fore the Senate, I submif thatin view of
those figures we should reflect upon the
question of a flexible price program in
the extension of the act. We could have
all 35,000 dozen broadcloth shirts which
are now in the warehouse brought ouf
and sold to returned servicemen and to
civilian consumers if an increase of 30
percent were permitted in the wholesale
price of the shirt. Eighty percent of
them could be brought out for sale if an
increase of 20 percent in the wholesale

. price were permitted; 35 percent if an
increase in the wholesale price of 10 per-
cent were permitied, and the maximum
increase in cost to the consumer would be
48 cents a shirt throughout the country.

A visit to the clothing stores will dis-
close that no broadcloth shirts are for
sale, Cne can buy long pointed-collar
sport shirts which sell for $8 or $9 apiece,
which cannot be worn to work, Such
shirts will not serve to meet the needs
of the majority of people. What we need
to do, if OPA is to be extended, is to adopt
a flexible price program which will per-
mit the production which is now so badly
needed. This shirt example is one of the
best I can present to the Senate, It is
convincing evidence that where a choice
must be made between production and
price, it should be made in favor of pro-
duction, Meximum production is the
only weapon that can be successfully
used to whip inflation.

Mr. President, I call attention to one
more matter. I have in my hand an
article published in this morning’s news-
paper, which I have not as yet had op-
portunity to verify. It isan AP dispatch,

dated Deatroit, January 30, relating to the

Ford Motor Co. I read:

Henry Ford 2d, president of the Ford Motor
Co., today told Federal officials he was “con-
vinced that if Government control of pricas is
removed promptly, management and labor
will gettle their differences without running
to the Government.”

The article states that the Ford Motor
Co. is losing 8300 on every car il now
makes for civilian consumption.

The newspaper article has not been
authenticated, and I simply read it for
what it is worth. The Associated Press is
reliable. The article again brings to the
attention of the people of this country
that if we are to whip inflation we must
obtain production. The only way to whip
inflation is by increased production.
Here we have two outstanding examples
of what results from the present OPA
policy. I wanted to cite them in support
of a program I have been working for
since I came to the United States Senate.

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I wish to
say a few words dealing with the same
subject discussed by the Senator from
Nebraska [Mr., WHERRY].

I think if we are to extend OPA we
shall have to lay down definite directives
in relation to procedure. In the OPA
there are too many square pegs in round
holes, who do not appreciate what the
Senator from Nebraska has said so clear-
ly, namely, that unless we gef produc-
tion we shall have inflation; and if we
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“have inflation the American dollar will
be depreciated in the same manner that
European currencies have been depre-
ciated.

The Senator from Nebraska spoke of
Henry Ford 2d. Today I received a copy
of a telegram which Mr. Ford sent to
Mr. John W. Snyder, Director of the Of-
fice of War Mobilization and Reconver-
sion. In a moment I shall read it into
the RECORD. :

Mr. President, the situation in rela-
tion to OPA is that apparently men have

come hog-tied to the-'letter of a di-
rective, They fail to see the need of the
country for production—production of
everything, Do they want inflation?
They will get it with a vengeance, if we
do not get production.

One instance was brought to my at-
tention the cther day in connection with
enforcement. An official of OPA went
into a store and ascertained that oranges
the skins of which had contracted over
a period of time weighed less than they
weighed when they were full of moisture.
He found that the weight of the oranges
had decreased, with the result that the
person selling the oranges, according to
,the OPA official, had charged 2 cents
more than he should. Instead of coun-
seling with the storekeeper, instead of
advising him, instead of doing that
which government was brought into ex-
istence to do, namely, to assist the in-
‘dividual, this official went through the
books of the storekeeper for a period of
18 months, assumed that all oranges had
been sold on that basis, and fined the
storekeeper $700. That is only one in-
stance of persecution. T

Mr, WHEELER. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. WILEY. I shall be glad to yield
in a moment.

Let me cite another illustration. In
the fall of 1941 a certain factory in my
State entered into the production of
commodities needed by the citizens of
this country, but the production had
‘been in progress only 3 months when
the war came on. The entire factory
was turned over to the Government for
the manufacture of war materials.
When the war was over and the com-
pany resumed the manufacture of ar-
ticles which were needed by American
citizens, production was limited to the
amount which had been preduced in the
3 months of 1941, g

MMy, President, this is a common oc-
currence. The situation is a scandal.
‘We cannot even obtain socks. The other
day my wife went down town to buy a
pair of socks for me. She found that
the socks offered for sale were brought in
from South America. My son, who has
Jjust returned from South America, where
he had been for 3 years, stated that the
socks were not made in South America,
but were imported from England. The
price of the socks was $1.65.

A news article indicates that men’s
shirts can be sold abroad but not in
America, Why? Because OPA cannot
see the way to take care of American
needs.

We are not only failing to get produc-
tion of needed consumers goods, but we
are also getting unemployment. Men
are thrown out of work in my State by
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the hundreds. Why? Because of lack
of vision by public officials, who are blind
to the effect of their actions.

America, which has productive capa-
city, manpower, money, machinery, and
demand, cannot get into production be-
cause of the dumbbells in OPA.

Earlier in my remarks I referred to a
telegram from Mr. Henry Ford 2d to
John W. Snyder, Directer of the Office of
War Mobilization and Reconversion.
Henry Ford 2d is one of the big men of
this country. He is young in years, but
he and his ancestors have a background
of production for building the economic
health of this country. This is what
Henry Ford 2d telegraphed to Mr.
Snyder:

Our part of the job of reconversion is mass
production of cars and trucks, and we have
tried to do everything within our power since
VJ-day to get into maximum production as
quickly as possible. We have not succeeded.
However, this has in no way been the fault
of our employees. We have had no strikes
since VJ-day.

Time and again we have been forced to
shut down cperations because cuppliers could
not get us parts and materials for our cars
and trucks. Some of them have stopped
making our parts because they lost money at
their celling prices. Some are slowed dcwn
in their production by strikes or are losing
their employees because they cannot raise
weges, Some cannot now get steel.

Unless steel can be made availzble to us
and to our suppliers promptly we will have
to shut down completely sometime this week.

A’l of this is very costly—aside from the
hardships it causes to cur employees who
want to work but cannot be assured of
steady jobs.

It costs $400,000 a day to maintain idle
assembly lines. At current OPA price ceilings
we are currently losing about £300 on every
car we make. Last week we agreed with
UAW-CIO on a wage increase of 1B cents an
hour for all UAW employees. Yesterday we
gave a 15-percent increase to all salaried em-
ployees and all hourly rate employees not in
UAW. These two increases will add more
than $40,000,000 to our annual pay roll.

We have done—and will continue to de—
the best we can with our own affairs, We
think the risks we have taken are justified

scause we have faith in the future of
America,

God bless him for that statement: “We
have faith in the future of America.”
His company is assuming an additional
load of $40,000,000, and yet he has faith
in America. The reason he is doing what
he is doing is that he has faith. We all
must have faith, but OPA needs to take
the blinders off.

Let us remove some of the clutch holds
that men like Bowles and others who do
not comprehend the problem have upon
our economy. Let us remove the clutch
holds from business and get into produc-
tion. The night before last I spoke in a
Nation-wide radio hook-up on the sub-
ject of production as the most crucial
issue of 1946, Without it we go down.
With it we go up.

I continue to read from Mr. Ford's
telegram;

But American businesses, large and small,
are dependent upon each other, and we are
now blocked by circumstances entirely out-
side our own business—circumstances which,
in our opinion, only national action can
remedy. ol

To my mind you cannot have a freely com-
petitive mass-production industry with even
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j2st a little Government price control. When
you fix prices, you control every production
operation, Fixing the price of a casting made
in an Alabama foundry may mean forcing a
wheel manufacturer in Ohio out of business
and stepping an automobile assembly line in
Detroit.

Nobody wants run-away inflation, but if we
continue to stifie American industry’s ahility
to produce, that is exactly, in my opinion,
what we are heading for. Inflation exists
when there are too few products for people
to buy with the money they have. Inflation
grows out of scarcity.

I am not an economist. There may be
sound reasons in the public interest for con-
tinuing price control on such things as rents
and foods. But so far as motorcar manu-
facturers and their suppliers are concerned, 1
am now convinced that if Government con-
trol of prices is removed promptly, manage-
ment and labor will settle their differences
without running to Government—where
price fixing is now forcing them to go. Amer-
jcans will soon be able to get the products
they are eager and able to buy. And we will
in a very short time be back to the kind of
operation that Americans like best—finding
ways to make money by beating competition
to market with something better and cheaper,

Whether or not you agree with these views,
1 want you to know that if we can have
promptly an uninterrupted flow of materials,
our employees can go back to steady jobs and
help us to get to Americans the motorcars
and trucks they are walting for.

Hewry Forp 2d.

Mzr. President, that telegram points the
way to the OPA and to America, if we
really wish to “go to town.”

PLAN TO SEND GI FAMILIES OVERSEAS

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Mississippi yield?

M. BILBO. T yield.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, this
morning my attention was directed to an
article appearing in the Washington Post,
which relates to a matter that I believe
should be discussed on the floor of the
Senate. It is entitled “Prop to Morale—
GI Families To Go Overseas, Some at
Government Expense.”

Mr. President, I have had occasion to
check the contents of the article with the
War Department, and I find that in the
main the statements made in the article
are correct and I consider it most unfor-
tunate. The article reads in part as fol-
lows:

The War Bepartment yesterday placed a
two-legged prop under sagging morale of
troops OVerseas.

1. Dependents of those remaining in thea-
ters of operation will be permitted to join
them within a few months, subject to ex-
istence of accommedations and a somewhat
complicated priority schedule.

2. Those looking forward to redeployment
and discharge will be speeded on their way by
recduction of training periods for replacements
from 13 to 8 weeks. The replacement training
period was recently cut to 13 weeks from 17,

Dependents of officers and enlisted men of
the first three grades will be taken to over-
seas theaters by Government transportation.
Pamilies of men below the grade of staff ser-
geant are not barred from joining the men
but must pay their own fares under existing
law.

Mr. President, it is this last point I
wish to discuss briefly. There has been
much controversy in this country about
the demobilization of our soldiers and
sailors who served in the recent war. The
subject has been frequently discussed
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upon the floor of the Senate. I believe
that every Senator and every patriot in
this country wishes to encourage further
demobilization of the men in the armed
forces, so long as it is consistent with
what is best for the interests of our
country. Frankly, I was deeply im-
pressed by the statement made by Gen-
eral Eisenhower some time ago before a
meeting of the Members of Congress, in
which he said that 1.600,000 more men
had been demcbilized by January 1 of
this year than had been anticipated in
September of last year when General
Marshall made his statement. However,
Mr. President, many mistakes have been
made. Many a man has had to “sweat
it out” somewhere, although perhaps he
should have been home. But it was ob-
vious that in the demobilization of 13,-
000,000 soldiers, errors and mistakes of
great proportions might be made.

Mr. President, it now seems to me that
if the Army is taking the position which
it apparently does, according to the ar-
ticle to which I have referred, this posi-
tion will not help the morale of our sol-
diers who are assigned to take care of
distant areas; on the contrary, it will
do just the opposite. I cannot under-
stand why an officer or a high-rated ser-
geant should have travel expenses in-
curred by his family in traveling to a
foreign land where our soldiers are doing
occupational work, while at the same
time a GI would be compelled to pay
from his own pocket the travel expenses
of his family. The same ohviously is true
of housing. In other words, the one
who should receive help in connection
with traveling allowances and housing
is the one who, according to this article—
and I understand it to be aecurate—is to
be denied such help.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?
Mr. LUCAS. I yield.

Mr. HATCH. This morning I read the
article to which the Senator from Illi-
nois is referring, and I was impressed by
the thought the Senator has just voiced:
In short, that those who can least af-
ford to pay the expenses are the ones
who are to be required to pay. I do not
understand such a ruling.

Mr. LUCAS. I agree with my dis-
tinguished colleague from New MeXico;
I, too, cannot understand the ruling, If
the Army believes that this kind of rul-
ing will serve to boost the morale of the
man who is now in the service or the
man who we hope will volunteer for this
type of duty, then I am constrained to
say that in my opinion the Army will
find that it is badly mistaken. '

. Mr, President, in view of this article,
I believe the War Department should
clarify the situation in some way. Itake
the position that the War Department
should treat all servicemen alike; that
under no circurnstances can the War De-
partment be justified in discriminating
in behalf of the officer or the high-rated
sergeant who is' in a better financial
position to take care of his wife and
family if he wishes to have them cross
the sea than is the GI who is serving
on a private’s or corporal’s salary. The
lower-paid serviceman is just as entitled
to have his family by his side in an
occupied area if he wishes to have them
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there, as is an officer or a high-rated
sergeant—perhaps more so.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. LUCAS. 1 yield.

Mr. HATCH. I merely wish to ask the
Senator this question: If all the men
cannot be treated alike and placed on
the same basis, would it not be better
to reverse the order and begin at the
bottom rather than at the top?

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, if the sol-
diers cannot all be placed on the same
basis, T agree with the Senator from
New Mexico. In my opinion, they should
be placed cn the same basis. If it is de-
sired to boost the morale of the service-
man who is upholding and defending the
principles for which the war was fought,
the discrimination which is indicated in
the article from which I am reading can-
not be practiced with the expectation of
developing the kind of morale and in-
terest which is so vital at this particular
moment in the occupied countries of
Japan and Germany. One needs only to
read the newspapers and see what Gen-
eral MacArthur and General McNarney
are saying, in order to ascertain that
the morale of some of the soldiers is
pretty low. Yet the Army comes forward
with an order of this kind to which ref-
erence is made in the newspaper article.
The order does not boost the morale, but,
instead, it tears it down.

Mr. President, what man with a fam-
ily would velunteer his services under a
situation of this kind? The article
states:

Travel of dependents overseas will begin
“without delay’™ as soon as theater com-
meanders indicate that they are prepared to
receive them.

“Without delay.” What a delusion
these words must be to any soldier who
reads them. The order would have just
the opposite effect. When will a theater
commander make a request that the wife
of Pvt. John Jones, or the wife of Officer
Bill Smith, be allowed to go overseas? In
other words, it is up to General Mec-
Narney in Germany to decide when the
wives or families of the men there will
be allowed to go to Germany, but that
time will not be reached until housing
conditions in Germany are such that the
soldier's family can be adeguately and
properly cared for. I do not object to
that, Mr. President, because it will be
necessary that housing conditions be ade-
quate. What I okject to is the issuance
of this kind of an order. It has a tend-
ency to deceive the servicemen who read
it, and it will work only to their disad-
vantage, the disadvantage of the coun-
try, and the disadvantage of national se-
eurity. :

Mr. President, this is a matter which
seems to me to be so important that I
thought I should discuss it for a few
minutes. One of the most important
things now confronting this country is
the solution of the demobilization prob-
lem to the end that the serviceman and
the country at large will have econfidence
in the Army. It is quife important that
that condition be reached if we expeet fo
carry out the commitments and obliga-
tions which we have made in connection
with the purposes for which we entered
into the war.
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So, Mr. President, I bring the matter
to the attention of the Senate. I should
like to have the Army clarify this subject
at the earliest possible time, because of
the importance which I attach to it. I
am glad to know that my good friend, the
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. HatcH]
has reached a viewpoint with regard to
the article similar to that which I have
reached.

The article continues:

Families of military personnel already have
been authorized to travel to the Bahamas,
the Canal Zone, and islands of the Antilles,
Brazil, Bermuda, Newfoundland, Alaska,
Aleutian Islands, Hawali, and the Marianas,

But again I repeat, it is only when the
cfiicer in command in a particular the-
ater makes the request that the wives
and families may be sent. Yet the ar-
ticle would lead one to believe that
merely by making a request of the War
Department a soldier's family will be on
their way. The situation is not so simple.

I thank the Senator from Mississippi
for yielding.

Mr. BILBO.
Senator.

THE NAVAL ATOMIC BOMB EXPERIMENT

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I wish
now to discuss one more subject, if my
good friend the Senator from Mississippi
will yield to me in order that I may do
s0. I do not wish to take too much of his
time, because I know that he has a great
speech on his chest. [Laughter.]

I am serious in what I say, because I
have heard the Senator from Mississippi
debate on previous occasions, and I have
always been entertained by his speeches.
Sometimes they are somewhat long, but
nevertheless no one will challenge the
fact that the Senator from Mississippi
can talk.

Mr. BILEO. Ishall be glad togive the
Senator all the time he wishes to take,
because what he will say may be a con-
tribution to my cause.

Mr. LUCAS. I do not wish to help the
Sznator from Mississippi too much, but
I appreciate his courtesy. [Laughter.]

Mr. President, as I have already said,
there is one other subject which I wish
to discuss for a moment. I do not know
whether I may be treading on thin ice
in doing so, but I inject it into the de-
bate now taking place before the Senate
for whatever it may be worth. ‘

I have been intrigued by reading what
our Government proposes to do with 96
ships, including battleships and destroy-
ers, some of which we captured during
the war, in connection with the experi-
ment to be made with the atomic bomb
at some future time in the Pagific. I
presume that the plans with respect to
that experiment have all been completed,
and that there is nothing which anyone
could do to stop the proposed destruction
of those ships, I donot know how much
value they may have. I presume that
they have some value from the stand-
point of salvage, at least. Perhaps I
may be wrong, but I think that if one
of them could be moved into the port
of San Dlego for example, where the
housing shortage is serious at the present
time, it could he used in meefing the

I was glad to yield to the
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housing problems of some persons who
reside in that district. Some of the re-
maining ships could be placed at differ-
ent points along the Atlantic and Pacific
coasts, and used to provide shelter for
persons who cannot now find adequate
housing facilities.

Mr. President, I recall that during the
battle of Dunkerque every conceivable
ship which eould be found, even rowhoats
and skiffs, were used in order to make it
possible for British soldiers to be re-
turned to the British coast. I also re-
call that the late President Roosevelt
sent to England approximately 50 old
destroyers which had barnacles on their
bottoms to such an extent that they
could hardly move across the Atlantic,
but they performed good service during
the last war.

Mr. President, another thing which
disturbs me is this: If we are to outlaw
the use of the atomic bomb for miltiary
purposes, why should we be making plans
to display atomic power as an instrument
of destruction? I am sure that the peo-
ple of the world witnessed enough spec-
tacular display of instruments of warfare
during the last war to last them for a
long time. Yet, we continue to talk
about atomic power, atomic bombs, and
rockets which will go to the moon, and
so forth., Perhaps it is proper to do so.
But I wonder sometimes whether the
planned display of atomic power to take
place at a future time in the Pacific, is
proper. I may be wrong in my views
with regard to the matter. I am merely
thinking more or less out loud. But the
more I think about it, the more I am
convinced we should stop, look, listen,
hesitate, and pause before going through
with this particular project.

I am thinking of another subject which
may be of some interest to others besides
myself. I may be speculating somewhat,
but suppose the atomic bomb should
prove to be only g fizzle in destroying the
big ships which it is planned to use in
connection with the experiment in the
Pacific. I presume that perhaps the ex-
perts know exactly what will be done. I
presume they have carefully figured it
out, and know what the power of the
atomic bomb will accomplish, what de-
struction will be wrought, and what will
be done to the waters surrounding the
point of the experiment, as well as to
the land nearby, But suppose, Mr.
President, the experiment should prove
to be a dud. I undertake to say that in
that event our claims of having destroyed
Hiroshima will appear to have been
greatly exaggerated. On the other hand,
if it proves more terrible than antiei-
pated, of what increased value would
it represent to us in connection with our
future participation in world affairs?

Mr. President, I toss this subject into
the debate for whatever it may be worth.
But it seems to me that the joint com-
mittee which is now handling this sub-
ject of atomic energy should give at least
some consideration to the question of
whether or not we should destroy all the
ships it is now being planned to use in
connection with the experiment to he
held in the Pacific.
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I thank the Sznator from Mississippi
for yielding to me.

Mr. BILEO. Mr. President, if I may
ask the Senator a question, I desire to
get clear in my own mind how many of
our capital ships are supposed to be in
the list of vessels which are to be used
in the experiment?

Mr. LUCAS. I have not seen, I will
say to the Senator, a break-down of those
ships. I do not know how many batile-
ships, destroyers, and cruisers are sched-
uled to go, and so I cannot give the Sen-
ator the exact figures. The only thing I
have seen is the over-all picture in the
press, which says that some 96 vessels,
including some vessels captured from
Japan, including two battleships, as 1
recall, and probably the German cruiser
Prinz Eugen, which recently came across

. the Atlantic and put into the port of

Boston.

Mr. BILBO. Is it the Senator’s
understanding that a part of our naval
force is included in the list of vessels to
be destroyed?

Mr. LUCAS. The major number of
the 96 ships to be destroyed are ships
that belong to the United States. It is
said they are out of date, but some of
them have recently been in service. I
noticed the other day the battleship
Pennsylvania was included. The Penn-
sylvania was the flagship of Admiral
Kimmel when Pearl Harbor was attacked
on December 7, 1941; what condition it
is in today. I am not advised. I remem-
ber hearing that in the Pearl Harbor -
investigation.

Mr. BILBO. It might be best to
destroy that memory.

Mr. LUCAS. Iagain thank the Sena-
tor for yielding.

JOURNAL OF THURSDAY, JANUARY 17, 1946

The Senate resumed the consideration
of Mr. Hoey's motion to amend the
Journal of the proceedings of the Senate
of Thursday, January 17, 1946.

Mr. BILBO. If anyone wants to know
just how bad this bill is, I suggest that
if he will read these 12 objections stated
by the Senator from North Carclina he
will be more than convinced. I re-
peated in my remarks, for the sake of
emphasis, the 12 objections stated by
the Senator from North Caroclina in the
hope that some good newspaper that
reaches a considerable number of the
population of the country would pub-
lish the 12 objections.

Mr. President, there is one mis-
take I desire to correct. Evidently the
press got the wrong idea, for I find, on
examining the report made by the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor on this
bill, that a misunderstanding has been
brought about as to the real attitude of
the late President Rooseveit on FEPC. It
is true that the Republican Party whole-
heartediy and all the way endorsed this
foreign idea or concept, but in justice to
the late President, I'wish to say that he
did not endorse the FEPC as proposed in
the pending bill. The only endorsement
he gave in the campaign of 1944 was to a
Committee on Fair Employment Practice
in hiring employees in war industries
and in Government agencies., I doubt
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whether it ever crossed the mind of Pres-
ident Roosevelt that he would reach out
or thought about reaching out and let-
ting FEPC cover the private enterprises
of this Nation. That is the absurdity of
the proposition. So long as the Govern-
ment itself is paying the salaries of em-
ployees in the Government agencies and
paying the salaries of those who are op-
erating plants for the war effort, there
might be some slight excuse for seeing
that there is a complete utilization of all
available labor, regardless of race, creed,
color, national origin, or ancestry. But,
so far as legislation that reaches out and
covers the private enterprises of the Na-
tion, private business, is concerned, it is
so utterly foreign to our concept of
Americanism and American constitu-
tional government that I doubt whether
it ever crossed President Roosevelt's
mind. So I desire to clear any impres-
sion that may have gotten out from what
I said yesterday charging President
Roosevelt with endorsing any such alien
ideology or concept of government as is
embraced in the pending bill.

Now, Mr. President, I ask permission
to have printed in the RECORD as a part
of my remarks, without taking the time
of the Senate to read it, a compilation of
some facts concerning the Southern Con-
ference for Human Welfare.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr,
TaomAs of Oklahoma in the chair).
Without objection, the request of the
Senator from Mississippi is granted.

The matter referred to is as follows:

The Communist-front Social Work To-
day magazine, in its June 1940 and May 1942
issues, praised the work of the SCHW.

An examination of the file of the Southern
Patriot, official organ of the SCHW discloses
a very definite following of the Communist's
Party-line and Communist Party ideology,
plus support for the carrying out of the leg-
islative program of the CIO. James A. Dom-
browski has been its editor from the very
beginning.

The Patriot iz ably edited; cleverly, even
ingidiously, camouflaged, carrying with it the
conviction to the superficial of sincerity, and
a desire to ameliorate human conditions,
painted as though prevalling only in the
southern States of our great Nation. Mixed
with it is an appeal to private enterprise for
support because the Patriot has championed
some measures which have borne their bless-
ings in a concrete sense, such as the freight
rates case under ICC rulings. In this the
Patriot undoubtedly claims too much credit
as its share in the eventual adjustment that
has come about in this situation. The
Patriot has maintained steadfastly that
freight rates have kept the South in eco-
nomic bondage.

Some of the accomplishments claimed by
the Southern Patriot, as the result of its
activities, are given officially as follows:

1. Mobilized over 6,000 progressive south-
ern leaders to abolish the undemocratic
poll tax.

2. Early in the present conflict cooperated
in promoting a win-the-war conference in
Raleigh, N. C., with representative leaders
from all Southern States.

3. In Mississippl cooperated with leading
citizens to secure the signatures of 75 out-
standing white citizens to a statement in
support of the Governor's efforts to bring
mobsters to justice.

4. Initiated a statement signed by over
400 leading white citizens of Alabama pro-
testing the attempt by reactionary forces to
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make political capital from an appeal to
racial and religious prejudices.

5. Through press releases and special bulle=
tins helped to educaie the southern elec-
torate on important issues of a local, re=
gional and national nature.

6. Publishes The Southern Patriot, a
monthly magazine of news and opinion on
southern trends, with an average circula-

. tion of about 10,000 and with speclal edi-

tions up to 30,000,

7. Cooperated with church, civie, and labor
groups to initiate campaigns to qualify their
membership to vote.

8. Held three biennial all-southern confer-
ences (Birmingham 1838, Chattanooga 1940,
Nashville 1942).

The Women’'s Soclety of Christian Service
of the Methodist Church of nine southeast-
ern States, according to The Patriot, aided
in its campalgn for the continuation of the
FSA's program. Maintenance of an oversup-
piy of cheap farm labor from the Bahamas
was charged against southern agricultural
interests by the SCHW. The TVA was styled
as the “dynamo for the arsenal of democ-
racy."” Senator FuLsrIGHT's resolution for
internationalism was undeviatingly support-
ed by the SCHW. Opposition to the alleged
program of the National Cotton Council,
fighting conversion of southern agriculture
to food production, was constantly on the
agenda of The Southern Patriot. The slogan
for this was “Too much cotton—too little
food." The National Cotton Council was
charged with blocking the war effort.

The July 1943 issue of The Southern Pa-
triot carried the voting record of southeastern
Congressmen on the basis of pro-administra-
tion as against administration voting on
elght measures. The August issue contained
an unsigned article of trends by States,
where southern workers could powerfully in-
fluence congressional elections. The Sep-
tember issue played up the illiteracy of the
South in a story about the Army rejecting
750,000 draft-age youth. The December issue
plumped for the Federal soldier vote bill,
adopting the same line carried by the Daily
Worker.

The January 1944 issue blamed the South
for the Republican vietory in Kentucky on
the basis of appeasement of the poll-taxers
in the Senate. Senator Meap, of New York,
was asked to lead the poll-tax fight, by the
SCHW, and the Bilbo filibuster against the
poll tax was condemned. The March issue
reverted  back to the Federal soldier- vote
measure, with a cartoon almed at Congress-
man RaNKIN. Congressman SaM HOBBS was
lampooned for H. R. 3690, captioned "an anti-
labor bill."” The April number contained a
signed article by Mrs. Franklin Delano Roose-
velt entitled, “What Will Happen to Women
War Workers in Postwar America?” The
same issue enthuses over David Lilienthal's
leadership of the TVA. It also contained
the announcement of the CIO-PAC’s appoint-
ment of Dr. George 8. Mitchell, Jr., as the
southern director of its political activities.
The May issue acclaims the Texas Supreme
Court decision affirming the constitutional
right of Negroes to vote in Texas primaries.
This issue is studded with a whole page of
slgners from 13 Southern Btates, of a state-
ment commending the Supreme Court's ac-
tion. In the same issue an article by Helen
Fuller eulogizes the liberalism of Senators
CrAaupE PerPER, of Florida, and LisTer HiLL,
of Alabama, The July issue devotes itself
to the beginning of the campaign for the
fourth term, This continues in the August
issue, which also carries an article by the
columnist Drew Pearson—labeled the
“'chronic liar” by President Roosevelt—under
the title “Southern Revolt Against Roose-
velt,” headlined “Pearson Unmasks Insti-
gators of Plot Against Roosevelt,” in which
Vance Muse of the Southern Committee To
Uphold the Constitution, is the prineipal
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villain, The September issue reprinted a
column by Aubrey Williams, which appeared
in the communistic National Union Farmer.
This same 'issue reproduced John Beecher's
poem, “White Foam Breaking,” which orig-
inally appeared in the socialistic magazine,
The New Republic. The October issue waxed
enthusiastic over the “Southern Tory Demo-
cratic revolt against Roosevelt having been
crushed.” This issue carries a page exposé
of so-called southern smear sheets, mention=
ing Senator Lee O'DANIEL'S news and Peter
Molyneaux's Southern Weekly. Likewise,
Justice Hugo Black gets a page salute in this
same issue. The November number devoies
itself largely to a protest against the ouster
of President Homer Price Rainey of the Uni-
versity of Texas. It also comes out squarely
for the pegmanent Fair Employment Prac-
tice Committee, and speaks glowingly of
the CIO’s aid to small farmers in the South,
The December issue devotes itself largely to
exposing “the Christian American” and
Vance Muse's campalgn for so-called labor
regulatory laws in the Southern States
through the medium of a “right to work”
amendment to State constitutions.

The January 1945 issue reccunts a meeting
at Atlanta, Ga., of the South's “outstanding
editors and wrlters,” presided over by Mark
Etheridge, publisher of the Louisville Cour-
ier Journal, resolving against the restraining
registration laws and practices in voting suf-
frage of the Southern Btates, This issue also
salutes Becretary of State Cordell Hull. The
February Issue brings acclaim for Secretary
Wallace’s 60,000,000 jobs program. This issue
salutes Gov, Ellis Arnall as champlon of the
New South, and covers the event of the
SCHW's dinner at the Hotel Commeodore, New
York City, March 6, in honor of Mrs, Roose=~
velt. The March issue carries a lead article
by John Hunt, editor of the South Carolina
Federationist, entitled “Georgia Free Vote
Move Spreads East and West.” Elizabeth
Allen, in this issue, argues for support of
ratification of the Bretton Woods Agreement,
This issue salutes Dr. Clark Foreman, the
president of the SCHW, and Justice Hugo
Black. The April issue covers the statements
of southern liberals on the passing of the
President, included among which were Sen=-
ator Pepper, Aubrey Willlams, George 8.
Mitchell, David E. Lilienthal, Virginius Dab-
ney, and others—a glowing account of the
philosophy of the President is interspersed.
The May issue attempts to make a case that
the Bouth consists of poor people and poor
health. “How sick is the South?”; “Percent=
age of draftees rejected”; “Infant and ma=-
ternal mortality rates”; “Where our babies
are born"; “State health expenditure per
capita", “The patient is improving"; “Some
prescriptions”; “The cure is up to us"—are
gome of the headlines, accompanied by charts,
in this issue, A special supplement devoted
to Justice Black's record is a part of this issue.

The June Issue reverts back to the freight-
rate victory being a green light for industry
in the South, in an article by Frank P.
Graham, devoted to “a new, happier South,”
with a double-spread “Why the South needs

Bretton Woods and reclprocal trade
treaties,”” This issue salutes David E, Lilien~
thal, The July issue goes back to “What's

wrong with southern industry,” “Full em-
ployment,” defending the Negro GI's; more
on why the FEPC should be enacted, and a
diatribe aimed at Congressman RaNgIiN. The
August issue contains more on full employ=-
ment as an essential to southern farmers; an
attack on Senator Bmeo, as un-Christian,
diversified with some philosophy as to what
the South needs in order to have prosperous
farmers. The September issue has another
chart of the voting record of southern Con-
gressmen, this time on the plus-and-minus
system, picked up from the Union for Demo-
cratic Action and given currency by the so-
clalistic New Republic. The October issue
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has southern Congressmen sabotaging recon-
version, an article by Henry Wallace, and one
by Dr. Benjamin E. Mays,

All issues of the Southern Patriot are illus-
trated with cartoons, charts, graphs, statis-
tical data, book reviews and political trends.
From these and the reading of the material,
one has very little choice between the philos-
ophy expounded therein and that which ap-
pears in the Communist official organ, the
Daily Worker, and Marshall Field's PM.

The following records of the SCHW oflicial
family, Including the executive board mem-
bers, are {lluminating as to left, liberal, pro-
gressive, Socialist-Communist  activities
and philosophy. There is naturally some rep-
etition but this was eliminated Insofar
as it was possible, to save space, and not to
confuse the record. The determination of

. classification, as given, is taken from unusu-
ally reliable sources, including confidential
reports, government documents and in many
instances the official literature of the organ-
izations involved:

W. W. Alexander, member of the executive
board of the SCHW. Vice president, Julius
Rosenwald Foundation, North Carolina.
Bponsor of the Counell of Young Southerners,
Member of the CIO-begotten National Citi-
zens Political Action Committee. Sponsor of
the Natlonal Committee to Abolish the Poll
Tax. Vice chairman, American Council on
Race Relations, Administrator, minority
group service of Office of Production Man-
agement. Director, Commission on Inter-
racial Cooperation, Member, American Youth
Commission. National committeeman, Com-
mitiee on Militarism in Education (opposed
to military training in colleges}. Sponsor of
the Emergency Pedce Campaign, In 1930
denounced prosecution of Communists unger
the Civil War insurrection law.

Mary McLeod Bethune (colored): Member
of the executive board of the SCHW. Mem-
ber of the National Citizens Political Ac-
tion Committee (CIO). Spomnsor of the Com-
munist conceived and confrolled American
Committee for the Protection of Foreign-
Eorn. Member of the American League for
Peace and Democracy, labeled by Attorney
General Biddle as a Communist front or-
ganization. Vice echairman of Fight, official
‘organ of the American League for Peace and
Democracy, and also vice chailrman of the
official organ of the executive board of the
American League for Peace and Democracy,
known as the World for Peace and Democ-
racy. Sponsor of the Committee of Women
of the National Council of American-Soviet
Friendship. Endorser of the American Youth
Congress—Communist conceived and con-
trolled. BShe signed the call for the fifth
national convention of the American Youth
Congress which met in New York, July 1-5,
1939. She was an active participant in bring-
ing into being the American Youth for De-
moeracy, successor to the Young Communist
League. BShe was invited to appear before
the Democratic National Committee, July
1944, by Robert Hannegan, as one, among
others, representing the AYD. Affliated with
Coordinating Committee to Lift the Em-
bargo (Spanish Civil War), a Communist
front organization. Sponsor of Counecil of
Young Southerners, youth section of SCHW.
Sponsor of Daughters of the American De-
pression, also known as National Women's
Conference on Unemployment. National
ctonvention of Daughters of American De-
pression, held in Washington, D. C,, in 1940,
was marked by stress placed on Communist
line of the Stalin-Hitler pact, then in full
effect. Sponsor of League of Young South-
erners, youth division of SCHW. Had same
administrative secretary and same executive
secretary as Council of Young Southerners,
and same sponsors, except John B. Thompson,
‘who appears as a sponsor for the League but
not of the Council. Thompson was head of
the Communist-controlled American peace
mobilization. Sponsor of National Commit-
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tee to Abolish the Poll Tax, a Communist
front organization that has received finan-
cial support from the Communist Party. Af-
filiated with National Council of American-
Boviet Friendship, a Communist front or-
ganization and streamlined successor to old
Friends of the Soviet Union. Spongor of Na-
tional Emergency Conference, a Communist
front organization to oppose bills pending

in Congress primarily affecting aliens. Mem-.

ber of board of sponsors of National Emer-
gency Conference for Democratic Rights, one
of the new serles of Communist front groups
set up after dissolutlon of the American
League for Peace and Democracy. Affiliated
with National Federation for Constitutional
Liberties, one of the foremost Communist
front organizations in the United States and
subsidized by the Red-sustalning Robert
Marshall Foundation and Sound View Foun-
dation. Signer of petition to abolish the
Dies committee, Affiliated with National Ne-
gro Congress and sent greetings to its sec-
ond session, National Negro Congress fis
Communist organized and controlled, fol-
lows Communist line, and is specifically com-
mended by Communist Party, President
(1844) of the National Negro Women's Coun-
cil, also known as National Council of Ne-
gro Women. This is another Communist
front organization. Andley Moore, of its ex-
ecutive board, is a fleld organizer for New
York State Communist Party. Affiliated with
Negro People's Committee to Ald Spanish
Democracy, another Communist front propa-
ganda group set up to zid so-called Spanish
Loyaliste—the Communist-supported left.
‘Was director of the division of Negro affairs
for the now defunct National Youth Admin-
istration. A vice chairman, one of two from
South at large, in 1938-39 for SCHW., In
addition, there were 13 vice chairmen, 1 for
each of 13 SBouthern States. Speaker before
SCHW meeting in Nashville, Tenn., on April
19, 1942; listed as president of Bethune-
Cookman College, Florida. Affillated with
Southern Negro Youth Congress, in effect, the
youth division of the National Negro Con-
gress, (See preceding notation thereom.)
One of sponsors of testimonial dinner to

+ Ferdinand C. Smith, colored, alien Commu-

nist, secretary of Communist-dominated Na-
tional Maritime Union. She said the NMU
“has meant much in the development of my
people.” Affillated with United Front for
Herndon, an adjunct of Communist-con-
trolled International Labor Defense, formed
to win freedom of Angelo Herndon, Negro
Communist, convicted of sedition.® Afiiliated
with Washington, D. C., Committee for Dem-
ocratic Action, the District of Columbia
branch of the National Federation for Con-
stitutional Libertles, already noted. Attor-
ney General Biddle, in a memorandum to
Government department heads, branded the
Washington Committee for Democratic Ac-
tion as under Communist control. Sponsor
of conference on civil rights, held under
auspices of Washington Committee for Dem-
ocratic Action. Member of American Round
Table on India, a Communist front organi-
zation. Sponsor of Chicago committee of
Spanish refugee relief campaign, another
Communist-dominated movement to support
left-wing forces in exile from Spain. Member
of national board of national sharecroppers’
fund, which supports the annual National
Sharecroppers Week event in behalf of south-
ern tenant farmers, based on Communist
Party program.

Charlotte Hawkins Brown (colored) : Mem-
ber of the executive board of the SCHW.
Sponsor of American Youth for Democracy,
successor to Young Communist League,
Member of Council on African Affairs,
headed by Paul Pobeson—set up to promote
Moscow's program for Africa. Signed peti-
tion to abolish Dies committee. Endorser
of Communist-conceived and controlled Na-

_tional Negro Congress. Signed open letter to

Governor Dewey of New York for pardon of
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Morris U. Schappes, formerly of faculty of
College of City of New York, an admitted
Communist, convicted of perjury in re Rapp-
Coudert committee investigation.

Born Henderson, N, C,, 1882, Member, Fed-
eral Council of Churches. Founder of Pal-
mer Memorial Institute, Sedalia, N. C, On
national board of YWCA.

Louis Burnham (colored): Member of ex-
ecutive board of SCHW. Member of National
Committee of International Labor Defense,
Communist-conceived, organized and con-
trolled committee for legal defense of Com-
munsts and sympathizers, Sponsor of Negro

‘Youth Act Now For Victory—formed to se-

cure immediate freedom of Pvis. Richard
Adams, John Walter Bordenave, and Law-
rence Mitchell, sentenced to death on framed-
up charges in Louisiana; for the indictment
of lynchers of Willle Vinson in Texas; for
suppression of the white supremacy move-
ment; for passage of anti-poll-tax bill by
Congress. As an Alabama sponsor is listed
as organizational secretary, Southern Negro
Youth Congress. Signer of petition to abol-
ish Dies committee. Provisional secretary of
Association of Young Writers and Artists,
affilinted with Southern Negro Youth Con-
gress, to encourage Negro artists. Sponsor
of Emergency Peace Mobilization, Commu-
nist-inspired and controlled. Sponsor of
United American-Spanish Aid Committee, a
Communist-front organization. Sent con-
gratulatory telegram to Earl Browder on the
latter’s release from Federal prison by Presi-
dential clemency. Browder was then general
secretarv and active leader of Communists in
United States of America. Delegate to and
scheduled speaker before Youth for Vietory
Conference in Mexico City, Communist-in-
spired and controlled.

Judge Louise O. Charlton: Member of the
board of SCHW. Sponsor of council of Young
Southerners, youth section of SCHW. Its
personnel in important posts interlocks with
Communist-front organizations seeking to
attract youth. Sponsor of League of Young
Southerners, obviously same as couneil just
noted. Both organizations have same execu-
tive secretary, administrative secretary, and
same sponusors, except that John B. Thompson,
head of the Communist-controlled American
Peace Mobilization, appears as sponsor of
league but not of council. Signer of petition
to abolish the Dies committee and listed
thereon as honorary president of SCHW.
General chairman (1938) of SCHW and as
such solicited active work on ecommittees,
etc., at Birmingham, Ala,, eonference of No-
vember 20-23, 1938. Later listed as one of
the two honorary chairmen of SCHW. Con-
sultant of organization and listed as United
States commissioner at Birmingham, Ala.
Also as general chairman of conference and
described in organization’s official report as
United States commission and member of
the State Democratic executive committee.
One of the honorary presidents of SCHW,

Paul R, Christopher: A vice president of
SCHW. Signed of petition to abolich Dies
committee. Tennesseee regional director,
CIO, Enoxville. Consultant (1 of 27) of
SCHW. Executive secretary-treasurer, Ten-
nessee State Industrial Union Council. Ae-
tive with other CIO delegates in Washing-
ton, D. C,, in October 1945 in soliciting sup-
port of southern Congressmen for Murray-
Wagner-Patman full employment bill for in-
crease In unemployment compensation to
£25 for 26 weeks, and for establishing €5 cents
per hour as minimum wage. Was accom-
panied on his rounds on this work by Con-
gressman LUTHER PATRICK (Inside Washing-
ton, column by Bascom N. Timmons, Chicago
Sun, October 17, 1945). Helped formulate
policy and school term of CIO schaol at High-
lander Folk School, Monteagle, Tenn., spon-
sored by southern regional directors of CIO
to teach CIO members in methods and history
of CIO. Scheol term was I month of in-
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tensive training and Christopher was one of
teachers.

Dr. Rufus E. Clement: Member of executive
board of SCHW. President, Atlanta Univer-
sity. Signer of petition sponsored by Ameri-
can Committee for Democracy and Intellec~
tual Freedom, a Communist-front organiza-
tion, to discontinue Dies committee. Signer
of “‘3tatement to the American People,” pre-
pared and circulated by the Communist-
organized and controlled American Com-
mittee for Protecticn of Forelen-Born, en-
dorsing campaign to facilitate and encourage
naturalization of aliens. Sponsor of Fifth
National Conference of American Commitiee
for Protection of Foreign-Born, Communist
inspired, organized, and controlled. Sponsor
of American Committee to Save Refugees,
Communist-front organization to protect
foreign Communist operatives and spread
Communist forces through financial, legal,
and other assistance. Signer of Open Letter
to the President of the United States, issued
by the Communist-front American Council
on Soviet Relations, urging a declaration of
war cn Finland In the interests of victory of
United Nations cver Nazi Germany and its
Fascist allles. Sponsor of National Commit-
tee to Abollsh the Poll Tax. This commitiee
has received financial support from the Com-
munist Party. One of 13 “consultants” for
Citizenship and Civil Liberties Panel gt
SCHW Conference. On national advisory
committee of Communist-inspired League for
Human Rights, Freedom, and D:amocracy.
On national committee of Committee for a
Jewish Army—Zionist Palestine defense
organization. Signer of Textbock Commis-
sion pledge against anti-Semitism, issued by
religious-leftist group through “Protestant
Digest.”

Willlam E. Cole: Member of executive
board of SCHW. BSphonsor of Council of
Young Southerners, youth section of SCHW.
Its important personnel interlocks with Com-
munist-front organizations driving to draw
ycuth into movement. Sponsor of League of
Young Southerners, identical with council,
Jjust noted, as to executive secretary, adminis-
trative secretary and sponsors, except that
John B. Thompson, head of the notoriously
Communist-controlled American Peace Mo-
bilization, appears as sponsor of the league
but not of the council.

Tarleton Collier; Member of executive
board of SCHW, Newspaper columnist;
served for Yyears on staff of the Atlanta
Georgian; author of Fire in the Sky, a novel
about the rural South., Connected with
Farm Security Administration in Alabama,
Georgia, South Carolina, and Florida.
Author of An Acre for a Soldier, article in
the New Republic, August 24, 1942,

John P. Davis (colored): Member of ex-
ecutive board of SCHW. Identified by Wil-
liam OQdell Nowel, a former leading Negro
Communist of Detroit, as Communist Party
whip in National Negro Congress, of which
he is executive secretary. Member of dele-
gation sent by Abolish Peonage Committee,
a subsidiary of the Communist Interna-
tional Labor Defense, to see Asst. Atty. Gen.
0. J. Rogge in effort to force Investigation
of alleged peonage conditions in Oglethorpe
County, Ga. Sponsor of All-Harlem Youth
Conference, a Communist froni. Sponsor
of China Aid Council of the notorious Com-
munist American League for Peace and
Democracy. Member of National Committee
of American League for I'race and Democ-
racy. Endorser of congress of organizations
to unite forces ggainst United States entry
into war—this was in the days when Hitler-
Stalin pact was in effect—and to defend
democracy and peace. The congress was
called and sponsored by American League for
Peace and Democracy. Member of National
Council of American Peace Mobilization, an-
other notoriously Communist organized and
controlled grouy. Sponsor of call of Ameri-
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can Peace Mobilization’s Working Confer-
ence for Peace for American People's Meet-
ing. Signed petition for immediate freedom
of Earl Browder, Communist leader convicted
for passport frauds. Eulogized by Joseph
Starobin in Communist New Masses for May
6, 1941, as one of Negro leaders championing
“a real national unity which terrifies south-
ern reactionaries,” etc. Signed call for Con-
gress of Youth, being the fifth American
Youth Congress, universally reccgnized as
under complet Communist control. Signed
statement urging President and Congress
to defend the political right of the Com-
munist Party and oppose legislation to ktan
or cripple it. This was at time when strikes
were sweeping country, including omne at
California plant of North American Avia-
tion, for which Attorney General said Com-
munists were responsible. Epeaker at Con-
ference on Constitutional Liberties ir Amer-
ica that launched Communist organized anrd
controlled National Federation for Consti-
tutional Liberties, listed as svbversive by
Attorney General Biddle. Member cf Coor-
dinating Committee to Lift the Embargo, a
Communist front to aid Communists in
Spanish civil war. Listed in lawyers group.
Member of Greater New York Emergency
Conference on Inalienable Rights, which in-
terlocked with long list of Communist or-
ganizations. This was during time Hitler-
Stalin pact was operative., Member cf Inter-
natiohal Juridical Assoclation, a front built
around a substantial nucleus of avowed
Communist and interlocking with many
Communist organizations. Davis was on its
national committee. Member, legal advisory
committee of International Labor Defense,
lezal defense arm cof Communist crganiza-
tion.
its 1929 meeting he said that no Negro would
be shot down by police in Washington,
D. C,, that day, but that 2 years earlier one
was shot down every 3 months. EHe said
International Labor Defense had taught
Negroes “the technique of mass pressure.”
Signed cable of Joint Committee for Defense
of Brazilian People, a Communist-front or-
ganization, on behalf of Arthur Ewert,
former Communist member of German
Reichstag and a representative of Commu-
nist International (Comintern). Member,
Lawyers' Committee on American Relations
with Spain, a Communist-front organization
to ald Communist-line followers in Bpanish
civil war. Speckgr before Michigan Civil
Right Federation, named by Attorney Cen-
eral Biddle rs an afiillate of National Fed-
eration for Constitutional Liberties, wh'ch
he brandea as subversive. Fanel member
on “discrimination against racial, national,
and religious minocrities,” at National Action
Conference for Civil Rights, called by Na-
tional Federation for Constitutional Libarties
(April 19-20, 1940). The federation was
branded subversive by Attorney General
Biddle. Davis was also a sponsor of con-
ference. Signed petition to abolish the Dies
committee. Member and one of ective
leaders of National Lawyers’ Guild, a Com-
munist-front organization. Its pro-Com-
munist program and control hecame so
marked that many resigned, including Robert
H. Jackson, then Attorney General, and now
an Associate Justice of the Supreme Court;
A. A. Berle, Jr., then Assistant Becretary of
Btate and now Ambassador to Brazil. In
his statement on resigning Berle said it was
obvious that the guild was “not prepared
to take any stand which conflicts with the
Communist Party line.” Natlonal secretary
of National Negro Congress, listed by Attor-
ney General Biddle as Communist con=-
trolled and subversive. Speaker before Na-
tional Right-to-Work Congress, an openly
Communist Party affair. Signed cable to
President Vargas, of Brazil, in behalf of
Luiz Carlos Prestes, head of Communist Party
of Brazil and one of leaders in an abortive
revolution. Sponsor of American Friends
of the Chinese People, a Communist-front

Also on its national committee. At °
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organization faithfully following Communist

Party line on Chinese question and on gen-

eral loyalty to Soviet program. Vice chair-

man of first conference of SCHW and active

in its work ever since; now member of its
executive board, as already noted. Active in
organization of Southern Negro Youth Con-
ference. This is in effect the youth division
of the National Negro Congress, laheled as

Communist-packed and denounced as sub-
versive by Attorney General Biddle, as here-
tofore noted. Sponsor of United American
Spanish Ald Committee, Communist-front
organization ezt up as part of Communist

meachine in Spanish eivil war. Bigned peti-

tion of United Front for Herndon, for re-

lease of Angelo Herndon, Negro Communist

convicted of sedition. This organization was

also Fnown as Herndon Petition Committee
and was an adjunct of Communist organized
and controlled International Labor Defense,
Sponsor of Conference on Civil Rights under
auspices of Washington Committee for Dem-
ocratic Action, listed by Attorney General
Biddle as Communist controlled. Partici-
pated in public bearing program cf People's
Committee to Investigate un-American Ac-
tives entitled "“The People Versus the Dles
Committee,"” same auspices. A sponsor of
Weshington Friends of Spanish Democracy,
affiliate of North American Committee to
Aid Spanish Democracy, another Communist
front functioning in Spanish clvil war ac-
tivities. One time executive secretary of
HNational Association for Advancemeént cof
Colored People, continuing supervision of
its Washington ofiice after its headquarters
were moved to New York. Erought legal
action to force admittance of his 5-year-old
son to white elementary echool in Washing-
ton, D, C.; court dismissed action, Speaker
before fifth national convention of Workers'
Alliance of America, Communist inspired and
controlled. Sponsor of Washington (D. C.)

Citizens' Committee to free Earl Browder,
Communist leader convicted of passport
frauds. Speaker at National Free Browder
Congress in New York. Sponsor of Ameri-
can Friends of Spanish Democracy, Com--
munist-frent organization in Spanish civil
war s2t-up. O.ganizer for CIO among Negro
workers. Eponsor of Mather Bloor's Seventy-
fifth Birthday Souvenir Bock. Mother
Elcor is an old-time nationally known Com-
munist organizar and speaker. Endorsed
fourth nationsal congress of American League
Against War and Fascism, notorious Com-
munist front. Sponsor of American Relief
Ship for Spain, another Communist inspired
and controlled move in Spanish civil war
maneuverings. Member of Emergency Com=-
mittee for Preserving the Fair Labor Stand-
ards Act.

Dr. James A. Dombrowskl, executive secre-
tary of SCHW. Member, National Citizens
Political Action Committee, Of 141 mem-=-
bers of this committee, 83 percent have rec-
ords of affiliation with Communist and Com-
munist-front organizations. 8Signed Com-
munist statement urging President and Con-
gress to uphold constitutionat rights of
Communist Party, ruled off ballot in 15
States. Affiliated with Conference on Con-
stitutional Liberties in America, that
launched Natlonal Federation for Constitu-
tional Liberties, which was listed as sub-
versive by Attorney General Biddle. Spoke
at that conference (on the poll tax), and
afiliated with the National Federation for
Constitutional Liberties, foremcst Commu-~
nist-front organization in the United States.
Signed petition to abolish the Dies Com-
mittee. Sponsor of People's Institute of Ap-
plied Religion, Communist-conceived, or-
ganized, and controlled. Labeled by Dies
Committee as “one of the most vicious Com=-
munist organizations ever set up in this
country.” Wroté Highlander Folk School,
eulogizing radical school at Monteagle, Tenn. |
This was part of an article on folk schools in
October 1940 Journal of Adult Education.
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Made speaking tour of New England in April
1941, appearing before Greenfield (Mass.)
Central Labor Union at its annual banquet,
and before students at Mount Holyoke,
Smith and Amherst Colleges. BSigned peti-
tion for pardon of Earl Browder, then gen=
eral secretary of the Communist Party, im-
prisoned on conviction for passport frauds.
Member of executive council of radical High-
lander Folk Schocl, which Nashville Tennes-
gean, after thorough investigation, declared
to be center for spreading of Communist
doctrine in 13 southern States, Dombrowski
is one of the Incorporators of this school.
Dombrowskl is no newcomer to Socialist-
Communist ranks. Educated at Emory Uni-
versity in Atlanta, and for a time secretary
of its alumni association, he entered Union
Theological Seminary in New York. In 1929,
during summer, he worked in rayon mills to
study labor conditions, was arrested in Eliza-
bethton, Tenn., In June 1929, following an
address made in the wake of a rayon sfrike,
but was released on receipt of word from
Gastonia, N. C., that no charges were pend-
ing agalnst him there in connection with
.strike activities or otherwise. In 1833, when
assistant in Christian Ethics at Union The-
ological Saminary, he was a candidate for
board of directors of the Socialist League for
Industrial Democracy, Inc. In 1935 he was
temporary chairman of All-Southern Con=-
ference for Civil and Trade Union Rights,
and In January 1936 signed the call for a
united front of Socialists and Communists
for struggle against war and fascism, to
abelish scuthern wage differential, to sup-
port the Communist international labor de-
Tense in effort to free the Scottsboro Negro
rapists, etc. He signed fhe call as repre-
gentative of the Socialist Party of Tennes-
see. Editor of the Southern Patriot, official
organ of SCHW. This publication follows
the Communist Party line, advocating soclal
equality between blacks and whites, repeal
of segregation, and poll-tax laws, etc. Ap-
peared as a witness before the lobby investi-
gation committee of the Texas legislature in
1845, in opposition to {reedom-to-work
measures and to smear the Christian Amer-
ifcan and ite secretary-treasurer. Went to
Soviet Russia soon after he was graduated
from Union Theclogical Seminary in 1931,
and upon returning, reportedly had trouble
with United States Customs Service over
Soviet posters he was bringing in and that
were considered seditious. Member of com-
mittee of editors and writers of the South
opposing poll tax and other limitations on
voting In the South.

. Rosc.2 Dunjee (colored): A vice president
(one of seven) of SCHW. Editor and publish-
er, the Black Dispatch, Oklahoma City, Okla.
Member of National Citizens Political Action
Committee—of its 141 members, 83 percent
have records of affiliation with Communist
and Communist-front organizations. Has
written for Communist New Masses. Affil-
jated with Schappes Defense Committee,
Communist=front group with strictly Com-
munist objective, to wit: freeing of Morris U.
Schappes, self-admitted Communist, former
member of faculty of College of City of New
York, convicted of perjury in courts of New
York in connection with Rapp-Coudert Com-
mittee of New York Legislature investigation
of Communist penetration of educational
system. Signed open letter petitioning Gov.
Thomas E. Dewey to pardon Schappes. Af-
filinted with Southern Negro Youth Congress,
in effect the Youth Division of National Ne-
gro Congress, the latter classified as subver-
sive by Attorney General Biddle. Affiliated
with United Front for Herndon, also known
as Herndon Petition Committee. This was
an adjunet to the Communist International
Labor Defense and was set up to secure re-
lease of Angelo Herndon, Negro Communist
convicted of sedition. Dunjee signed petition
for clemency. Speaker at National Associa-
tion for the Advancement of Colored People,
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Virginia Foster Durr (Mrs. Clifford Durr) ¢
A vice president {(one of seven) of SCHW.
A sponsor of Council of Young Southerners,
Youth Section of SCHW. It interlocks with
Communist-front organizations. Malcolm
Cotton Dobbs, its executive secretary, was on
national council of Communist-organized
and controlled American Peace Mobilization,
This illustrates the interlocking. A sponsor
of League of Young Southerners, obviously
same as council just noted. Has same execu-
tive secretary, administrative secretary, and
sponsors as council, except that John B.
Thompson, who was head of Communist-con-
trolled American Peace Mobilization, appears
as a sponsor of the league but not of the
council, Both council and league were
youth sectlons of SCHW. A vice chairman
(one of two) of National Committee to Abol-
ish Pol. Tax, Communist front that received
financial support from Communist Party.
Sponsor of Paul Robeson's benefit concert in
Washington, D. C., marking opening of cele-
bration of tenth anniversary year of radical
Highlander Folk School. Sponsor of Citizens’
Committee to Free Earl Browder, national
Communist leader and at that time general
secretary of the party, convicted of passport
frauds. On general board of Southern Elec-
toral Reform League, organized to abolish
poll tax. .

Clark Howell Foreman: President of SCHW.
Born in Atlanta, Ga., 1902, His father was a
businessman, his grandfather editor of the
Atlanta Constitution. Was graduated from
University of Georgia at 19. Studied for a
year at Harvard, followed by a year at London
School of Economics, Sceialist-Communist
school where Harold J. Laski 1s instructor.
Traveled for a year in Europe, during which
he spent an interval teaching school in Ger-
many. Returned to this country and tock
position with Interracial Commission in At-
lanta. Had held responsible position with
Phelps-Stokes Fund and Julius Rosenwald
Fund, centering on educational work in
South with emphasis on Negro phases. M. A.
degree at Columbia University in the late
1920's, Ph. D. in 1932 at Columbia's faculty
of political science. Spent another year in
Europe. Author of the New International-
ism, and coauthor of the Consumer Seeks a
Way (1934), and Total Defense (1940). In
1933, on return from Europe, became adviser
on racer.problems to Sseretary of the Interior
Ickes. Boasts he was first official in Washing-
ton to have Negro secretary. Director of
Power Division of Public Works Administra-
tion under appointment by Ickes in 1935, and
after 5 years in that post became Director of
Defense Housing for Federal Works Agency.
In England for 8 months early in World War
II on special mission for United States Navy;
says color blindness barred him from joining
Navy. Has been president of SCHW since
1942, serving in other positions theretofore.
Secretary of National Citizens Political Ac-
tion Committee. Contributed 85,000 to CIO
Political Action Committee. On general
board of SBout™- 2 Electoral Reform League,
organized to oppose poll tax. In June 1940
organized Committee on Economic Defense
for American Council on Public Affairs, which
brought out the report called Total Defense,
read into CONGRESSIONAL Recomp by Senator
CrLaupeE PepPER. It was in response for elab-
oration that book Total Defense heretofore
noted, was written with Joan Raushenbush
{Mrs. Stephen Raushenbush) as coauthor.

Helen Fuller: Member of executive board
of SCHW. Member of Council of Young
Southerners, heretofore noted as youth sec-
tion of SCHW. Member of Washington
bureau of the New Republic, revolutionary
soclalist weekly. Writer for Free World,
monthly magagine for United Nations, op-
posing nationalism and favoring world citi-
genship.

George Googe: A vice president (one of
seven) of SCHW. Southern representative,
one of consultants on its industrial produc-
American Pederation of Labor, at SCHW, and
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tion panel. Also served on its committee on
resolutions. Googe has heen chief organizer
for A. F. of L. for 13 years. As such has been
through bitter labor wars in South, notably
the 1934 textile strike, during which he de-
livered eulogy at mass funeral of seven pickets
killed at Honea Path, S. C. Next to his tex-
tile activities, his hottest clashes have been
against CIO in maritime industries, Served
as president of Trades and Labor Assembly,
Savannah, Ga. Admitted to National Labor
Relations Board that local of A. F. of L. To-
bacco Workers International in Larus Bro.
tobacco plant in Richmond, Va. banned
Negro workers, but asked that bargaining
agency certificate be not revoked because of
segregation practiced by this local. The
matter became NLRB on charges of CIO Food,
Tobacco and Agricultural Workers Union and
trial examiner, Frank Bloom, had recom-
mended revocation of certificate unless Negro
workers were made eligible for membership,
and not segregated in another local. On na-
tional advisory committee of League for
Human Rights, Freedom, and Democracy.
Dr. Frank P. Graham: Honorary president
(with Judge Louise Charlton) of SCHW.
Born Fayetteville, N. C., October 14, 1886.
President of University of North Carolina.
Member of executive committee of American
Committee for Democracy and Intellectual
Freedom, a Communist-front organization,
operating among college teachers and profes-
sors, The Daily Worker, leading Communist
organ, featured its launching with a front-
page display. One of sponsors of Midwest
Conference of the Communist-organized and
controlled American Committee for Protec-
tion of Foreign Born. Conference was called
to discuss naturalization, immigration, and
other laws and bills affecting aliens with
view of making them “more democratic” and
to establish realization that “the alien made
America.” Was also one of sponsors of fifth
national conference of American Committee
for Protection of Foreign Born. Member of
Committee of American Friends of Spanish
Democracy, Communist-front organization to
aid Communist program in Spanish Civil
War. Signed appeal of the notoriously Com-
munist-organized and controlled American
League for Peace and Democcracy for guar-
antine of Fascist aggressor nations. Signed
appeal of Russian War Relief, Inc., for aid
for Russian people. Went on record as fa-
voring Presidential clemency for Earl
Browder, then General Secretary of Com-
munisy Party, serving sentence imposed for
passport frauds. Signed appeal of Com-
munist-organized and controlled Committee
for a Boycott Against Japanese Aggression
for boycott by consumers of manufactured
and raw materials coming from Japan. The
committee was organized in 1938, antedating
opening of World War II, and was part of
maneuvers to ald Communist program in
China, with which Japan was then at war.
Affillated with Coordinating Committee to
Lift the Embargo, a Communist-front enter-
prise to further Communist objectives in
Bpanish Civil War. One of sponsors of Coun=
cil of Young Southerners, Youth Section of
SCHW—interlocks through personnel with
Communist fronts. Sent greetings to bien-
nial national conference of International
Labor Defense, Communist-organized and
controlled. It is the legal defense arm of
Communist organizations. Sent message of
support and good wishes to Lawyers’ Com-
mittee on American Relations with Spain,
Communist-front organized around control-
ling Communist nucleus to aid Communist
objectives in Spanish Civil War. One of
sponsors of League of Young Southerners,
same as Council of Young Southerners, here-
tofore noted, except that it adds John B.
Thompson to list of sponsors. Thompson
was head of the notoriously Communist-
controlled American Peace Mobillzation.
One of the sponsors of National Committe to
Abolish the Poll Tax, Communist-front that
has received financial support from the Com-
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munist Party. Signed open letter initiated
by National Emergency Conference for Demo-
cratic Rights, protesting what it called alien
balting. This organization was a Com-
munist front teeming with confirmed fel-
low travelers, Dr. Graham was also a spon-
sor or slgner of this organization’s “A Warn-
ing to America,” calling for extension of
“democratic” rights of the people “embodied
in Bill of Rights, Social Security Act,” ete.
One of sponsors of China Ald Council, Com-
munist-front. One of sponsors of drive to
ald China, Ald Council of the Communist-
organized, controlled and directed American
League for Peace and Democracy. One of
national sponsors of Medical Bureau and
North American Committee to Ald Spanish
Demecracy, a Communist-front functioning
in connection with Spanish Civii War. One
of the sponsors of dinner under auspices of
Soviet Russia Today, celebrating twenty-
fifth anniversary of the Red army (Febru-
ary 22, 1943). The supplement of the Wash-
ington Post for Sunday, July 20, 1930, con=-
taing quite a significant write-up by David
Rankin Barbes who, among other things,
remarked:

“Frank Graham, as everybody calls him,
except his students who address him as Mr.
Graham, represents the new element in North
Carolina and in the South, which is gradually
seizing the reins of government. His proto-
type in the United States Senate is Hugo
Black," ete.

Appointed by President Roosevelt as chair-
man, advisory council to formulate social
insurance plan (11-10-34). Member of the
national advisory council of the Institute
of International Education, Inc., with head-
quarters at Columbia University in 1835.
The Institute of International Education was
the permanent American advisory organiza-
tion for the Moscow State University. Ome
of the sponsors of the Emergency Peace
Campaign (1937). One of the sponsors of
sllver anniversary of the soclallstic Survey
Associates (1837). 'Trustee of the Church
Peace Union (1938). Member of board of
trustees of National Child Labor Committee
(1938), an ambitious bureaucratic attempt
to regiment the “children” of the whole
country. Member of Council Against Intol-
erance in America (1939). One of sponsors
of National Bharecroppers Week, under aus-
pices of Southern Tenant Farmers' Union
(March 24-31, 1939). Member of National
Committee of American Boycott Against Ag-
gressor Nations (1939). Member of the Na-
tional Committee of Sponsors of National
Conference on Civil Liberties, headed by the
liberal William Allen White (now deceased),
and in which the communistic International
Labor Defense participated (Oct. 13-14, 1939).
One of the officers of the National Conference
of Christlans and Jews (1939). One of back-
ers of Facts and Fiction issued by the Ameri-
can Committee for International Informa-
tion (afiiliated with Council for Democracy)
(1940). One of sponsors of Youth in Focus,
which photo contest was open to all except
those employed by the American Youth Con-
gress or Friday magazine (1940). Sponsor
and adviser for Work Camps for America
(1940}, a project of Highlander Folk School.
Participant in American Association for Eco-
nomic Freedom. Signed protest letter to
Attorney General Jackson for treatment of
conscientious objectors. Member of Com-
mission to Study the Organization of Peace
(1940). WNational Committee, International
Student Service (1940). Vice chalrman, Com-
mittee for Independent Voters for Roosevelt
and Wallace (1940). Sponsor, American Res-
cue Ship (12-14-40 letterhead). National
Advisory Committee, League for Human
Rights, Freedom, and Democracy (3-31-41
letterhead). One of associate editors of
Frontiers of Democracy (1941)—indoctrinat-
ing &chool teachers with Soclalist propa-
ganda, One of sponsors of Christianity and
Crisis (1941). Member of the National De=*
fense Medlation Board, representing the pub-
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lie (Mar, 1941), Permanent Charter dinner—
Socialist New School for Social Research
(4-24-41), Union for Democratic Action
(4-20-41) —labeled ‘subversive” by Attorney
General Biddle. Russian War Relief Associ-
ation (10-10-41). BSponsoring Committee,
Citizens for Victory (12-22-41). Pled to
Franklin Delano Roosevelt for Browder's
freedom (Daily Worker, 4-13-42). 10-6-42
CONGRESSIONAL REecorp, asking Franklin
Delano Roosevelt to inject himself into the
Freedom for India Movement, a Communist
Party-line project. International Honorary
Board of Free World (1044)—a “world citi-
zenship" leftist project. PM for 6-3-44
praised his stand against Montgomery Ward
& Co. Member of Committee of Editors and
Writers of the South, anti-poll-tax group.
Member of the national committee of the
notorious  “patriot  baiting,” subversive
Friends of Democracy, of which the pro-
Boviet “Rev.” L. M. Birkhead is the rack-
eteering founder. Signed petition of Na-
tional Federation for Constitutional Liberties
against the United States Army ban on Com-
munists being commissioned as officers
(3-15-45) (Daily Worker). Edwin A. Lahey,
of the Chicago Daily News' (Washington,
D. C.) staff, who is himself & member of the
CIO and very sympathetic to organized labor,
in writing about the appointment of Graham
by Secretary of Labor Schwellenbach, as
chairman of the three-man panel in the ol
strike, sald, on Dacember 4, 1945:

“Dr. Graham, in his years on the War
Labor Board, acquired a reputation as friend-
1y to labor, and has never been known to be
nigegardly with a corporation’s money in mak-
ing an arbitration award.”

Joseph B. Hunter: Member of executive
board of SCHW. No other record.

Rev. F. Clyde Helms: Member of executive
board of SCHW. Has served in earlier years
as a vice chairman. Minister, Shandon Bap-
tist Church, Columbia, S, C. No other
record.

Dr. Charles 8. Johnson (colored): Member
of executive board of SCHW, Director of
department of social sciences, Fisk Univer-
sity, Nashville, One of sponsors of United
Nations in America dinner, given by Coms=-
munist organized and controlled American
Committee for Protection of Forelgn-Born,
as tribute to contributions of the foreign-
born to America. Also a sponscr of ita
fourth annual conference. Bigned statement
for abolishing Dies .ommittee, circulated by
National Federation for Constitutional
Liberties, listed as subversive by Attorney
General Biddle. Has served as member of
research staff of Tennessee Valley Authority.
Member of board of trustees, Julius Rosen-
wald Fund. Has served on editorial council
of the World Tomorrow, an internationalist-
pacifist publication, now defunct. Appointed
United States representative on Liberian
International Commission to investigate
labor conditions in Liberia. Appointment
made by President Hoover, in response to re-
quest of Liberian Government that an
American Negro be on Commission. On
faculty of Midwest Institute of International
Relations—1936—with Clark M. Eichelberger,
left-wing internationalist-pacifist; Toyohiko
Kagawa, Japanese soclial workers; Frederick J.
Libby, director of National Counci] for Pre-
vention of War et al. Member of advisory
board of Progressive Education Association,
founded on Prof, John Dewey’s educational
doctrines, changing its name later to Ameri-
can Education Fellowship. Member of Farm
Tenancy Commission; blamed antigquated
laws in South for much of difiiculties of
sharecroppers, One of the sponsors of Na-
tional Sharecroppers Week, On its educa-
tors’ committee—1940—on work to benefit
Southern Tenant Farmers' Union. Author
of Patterns of Segregation (Harper & Bros.),
favorably reviewed by Communist Ben
Davls, Jr.,, member of New York City Council,
in Daily Worker, leading Communist publi-
cation in. United States. Scheduled guest
lecturer for Communist conceived and con=
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trolled New Theater League. One of leaders
of discussion on application of Christian
pacifism to southern social and economic
problems, before Blue Ridge, N. C., Con=-
ference of Fellowship of Reconciliation,
left wing, extreme pacifist-internationalist
organization. An editorial contributor to
Fellowship, one of its publications. Vice
chalrman of Committee on Africa, the War
and Peace Aims, organized by Dr. Anson
Phelps Stokes, to apply principles of Atlantic
Charter to African problems. On National
Committee of American Committee for
Democracy and Intellectual Freedom, a Com=-
munist front.

Paul B. Eern: A vice president (1 of 7) of
SCHW. Bishop of Methodist Church; resi-
dence, Nashville, Tenn. Bigned textbook
commission pledge against anti-Samitism,
fathered by The Protestant, left-wing reli-
gious group.' Member of Emergency Peace
Campaign, Communist-inspired. On Com-
mittee to Defend America by Aiding the
Allies, the Organization led by the late Wil-
llam Allen White, to aid Allies in World War
11, in every way short of war—this was prior
to our entering war, Vice chairman of Cru-
sade for a New World Order, led by council of
bishops of the Methodist Church. It sup-
ported international collaboration and cam-
paigned for approval of Dumbarton Oaks pro-
posal, with suggested modifications affecting
dependent peoples, for an international bill
of rights, ete. Signed People's Mandate to
Government, issued by Women's Interna-
tional League for Peace and Freedom, left-
wing internationalist-pacifist organization
infiltrated by Communists. One of sponsors
of Council of Young Scutherners, Youth Sec-
tion of SCHW that interlocks through its per-
sonnel with important Communist-front
groups. Likewise sponsor of League of Young
Boutherners, obviously same as council, as
heretofore noted.

Roy R. Lawrence: Member of executive
board of SCHW. President of North Carolina
State Federation of Labor. Became Carclina's
administrator for CIO in textile unioniza-
tion and was cited to appear before State
federatlon's executive board on May 1637 on
charges of violating oath of office, sponsoring
dual unionism, etc. The telegram calling him
to appear to answer charges was sent by
George Googe, southern representative of
A. F. of L. Note that Googe is one of the
vice-presidents of the SCHW.

Lucy R. Mason: Member of executive board
of SCHW. Member of executive committee of
National Citizens' Political Action Commit-
tee. One of sponsors of Council of Young
Boutherners, youth section of SCHW, noted
heretofore. One of sponsors of League of
Young Southerners, obviously same as coun-
cil, as heretofore noted.

Mortimer May: Member of executive board
of BCHW. No other record.

William Mitch: A vice president (one of
seven) of SCHW. Member of national ad-
visory committee of Galena Defense Commit-
tee, set up to raise funds for defense of mem-
bers 0. the International Union of Mine, Mill,
and Smelter Workers (CIO); indicted for
murder in connection with labor riots mark-
ing strike of tri-State miners in Galena,

- Kans. Evidence was given that perpetrators

of the murder were Communists, acting un-
der instructions of Communist Party to fo-
ment viclence, and that all members of
Galena Defense Committee, with the excep-
tion of a Richard Murray, were either Com=-
munist Party members or 100-percent sup=-
porters of the Communist Party line in the
Galena affair. President of District 20, United
Mine Workers of America. On general board
of Southern Electoral Defense League, or-
ganization oppesing poll tax. BSouthern
reglonal director of Steel Workers' Organizing
Committee, organization that later became
United Steelworkers (CIO). On so-called
trade-union delegation to Soviet Russia, led
by Albert F, Coyle. At that time he was Indi-
ana State secretary of United Mine Workers
of America. Trustee of Debs memorial radio
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fund, that financed purchase of Debs me-
morial radio station WEVD. Assured WPA
and other unemployed workers (1937) of sup-
port of miners and CIO in drive to organize
the unemployed.

George S. Mitchell: Member of executive
board of SCHW. Regional director for South-
east for CIO Political Action Committee, with
headquarters at 76 Ivy Street, Atlanta. Born
in Richmond, Va, in 1902. Rhodes scholar
at Ozxford University, England (1926-29).
Economics teacher at Columbla College
(1929-35) Reglonal director of Farm Secu-
rity Administration for five States in the
upper South, and was later Assistant Admin-
istrator. The Farm Security Administration
was under constant congressional fire because
of its pro-Communist and sovietizing pro-
gram. Author of Textile Unionism in the
South. Coauthor with Horace Cayton of
Black Workers in the New Unions. During
investigation of Farm Security Administra-
tion by a special House committee, an article
from Puerto Rico World-Journal was sub-
mitted quoting Dr. Mitchell as saying, “Fee-
simple ownership of property is the greatest
detriment to our national prosperity,” and
declaring he advocated long-lease tenure of
farm land, subject to cancellation. This was
offered as evidence in support of charge that
Farm Security Administration was seeking to
sovietize tenant farming and poorer farmers
generally by substituting long-term leases
and shutting off all opportunity to acquire
direct title. On executive council of the
radical Highlander Folk School, heretofore
noted.

Rev. A. T. Mollegen: Member of Executive
Board of SCHW. Faculty member, Virginia
Theological Seminary., Professor of Chris-
tian ethics, Chairman of American De-~
mocracy meeting in Washington, D. C,
sponsored by East Washington branch of the
notoriously Communist-organized and con-
trolled American League for Peace and De-
mocracy. Presided at one of sessions of
Conference on Constitutional Liberties in
America, June 7-8, 1939, that launched Na-
tional Federation for Constitutional Liber-
tles, listed as subversive by Attorney General
Biddle. Elizabeth Gurley Flynn, then a
member of the Natlonal Committee of the
Communist Party and so announced on pro-
gram, was one of the speakers at the session
of the conference at which Reverend Molle-
gen presided. He was also one of the spon-
sors of the conference. One of two ministers
condu religious services at morning
session (June 4, 1939) of the National Right-
to-Work Congress, an out-and-cut Commu-
nist party affalr. Signed open letter to ex-
treme left-wing American Civil Liberties
Unlon, notorious for its defense of commu-
nists involved in actions to curtail their
subversive propaganda activities, protesting
its banning of Communists from member-
ship and office on its national committee.
All of the 17 signers of this open letter were
frequent supporters of Communist party,
its leaders, and its various fronts. Vice
president of Conference on Civil Rights held
under auspices of Washington Committee for
Democratic Action, the Washington branch
of National Federation for Constitutional
Liberties, noted above. One of the sponsors
of Tom Mooney meeting staged by Washing-
ton Tom Mooney Committee, set up by com-
munist-organized and controlled American
League for Peace and Democracy, through its
Washington branch. This was all part of
Communist program to exploit Mooney, con=
victed of dynamiting atrocity murder in San
Francisco Preparedness Day parade prior to
World War 1. Sponsor of National Commit-
tee to Combat Anti-Semitism, a communist-
inflitrated organization and interlocking in
its personnel with the Protestant, publica-
tion of left-wing religious group. This com-
mittee is campaigning to oust Senator Bilbo
of Mississippi from United States Senate and
to secure adoption by Congress of Congress-
man Bamuel Dickstein's (Democrat, New
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York) House Concurrent Resolution 89 de-
claring anti-Semitism and other “hate pro-
paganda directed against racial or religious
groups,” & weapon in the hands of enemies
of this country. It would label anyone par-
ticipating in such propaganda as “un-Ameri-
ean” and holds that “there can be no place
in the lives or thoughts of true Americans for
such ideology.” Note the words ‘“‘or
thoughts” in the quoted phrase and that
just as anti-Semitism was part of the “Hit-
lerite ideology,” as charged in the Resolution,
so this proposal in this *“thought" phase
parallels the ideology on which rested the
thought policing in Japan abolished on or-
ders of General MacArthur. Member of com-
mittes of editors and writers of the South,
organized to oppose poll tax and other limi-
tations on voting in the South. On national
committee of Church League for Industrial
Democracy, a production-for-use-and-not-
for-profit organization within Episcopal
Church, roughly paralleling the Soclalist
League for Industrial Democracy. Chair-
man of Washington Citizens’ Committee to
Free Earl Browder, Communist leader con-
victed of passport frauds.

M. C. Plunk: Member of executive board
of SCHW. No other record.

Dr. Arthur F. Roper: Member of executive
board of SCHW. One of sponsors of Council
of Young Southerners, youth section of
SCHW, and of duplicating League of Young
Southerners, both uoted heretofgpre. Speak-
er on farm tenancy before 1938 meeting of
SCHW. Staff member, Carnegle Myrdal
Study, Atlanta. Connected with United
States Department of Agriculture, Greens-
boro, Ga. Bocial analyst for Department and
co-author of Sharecroppers All. Supporter
of National Shuarecroppers’ Week, an organ-
ization uoted heretofore. On general board
of SBouthern Electoral Reform League, an
anti-poll-tax organization and for liberaliza
tlon of election laws in South. :

Hollis V. Reid: A vice president (one of
seven) of SCHW. Chalrman, Tennessee leg-
islative board, Brotherhood of Locomotive
Firemen and Engineers, Memphis, Tenn. A
vice chalrman of second Tennessee State
Conference on Democracy, at Nashville, to
discuss poll-tax repeal, protection of civil
liberties, and rights of labor. Assisted regu-
lar staff of radical Highlander Folk School
during short spring term in May 1941, for
organized labor workers. He is a member of
the executive council of this school at Mont-
eagle, Tenn. Chairmen of Tennessee Com=
monwealth Federation. Signed petition for
pardon of Earl Browder, Communist leader
convicted of passport frauds.

Dr. Ira De A. Reid (colored): Member of
executive board of SCHW, With department
of sociology, Atlanta University. Member of
National Citizens’ Political Action Commit-
tee, CIO. Member of American Committee
for Protection of Foreign Born, Communist-
founded and controlled. At its dinner in
tribute to the contributions of the foreign
born to America, he was on program for
“Testimonial to Franz Boas,” effiliated with
long line of Communist-fronts. Affiliated
with the Communist-organized and strictly
Communist-controlled American League
Against War and Fascism, He was a mem-
ber of the arrangements committee that
planned and carried out its founding. Af-
fillated with Cifizens' Committee to Free
Earl Browder, a Communist Party affair set
up to secure release of the national Com-
munist leader convicted of passport fraud.
Affillated with National Federation for Con-
stitutional Liberties, Communist-front
branded subversive by Attorney General
Biddle. Member of Committee of Editors
and Writers of the South, an anti-peoll-tax
organization heretofore noted. Member of
Joint Committee for Political Refugees, co-
operating with Joint Campaign for Political
Refugees, an organization of which Prof.
John Dewey was honorary chalrman that
was working for a haven here for European
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refugees. Cooperating with the Joint Cam-
paign was the International Relief Associa-
tion, which carries his name on its letter-
head. Signed petition to President Roosevelt
to countermand order of Attorney General
Biddle for deportation of Harry Bridges, for-
eign-born left-wing labor leader and agita-
tor. Director of Department of Research and
Records, National Urban League, New York .
(1929). Lecturer for League for Industrial
Democracy, Socialist. One of the endoreers
of the All-Southern Negro Youth Confer-
ence, called originally by Southern Negro
Youth Conference, youth section, of National
Negro Congress, listed as subversive by Attor-
ney General Biddle. One of the sponsors of
fifteenth anniversary celebration of the radi-
cal left-wing Brookwood Labor College, Kato-
nah, N. Y. Member of executive committee
of League for Independent Political Action
that in 1939 declared for campaign that will
push the New Deal to the left.

Lillian E. Smith: Member of executive
board of SCHW. Editor of South Today,
Clayton, Ga., and author of Strange Fruit,
Member of National Citizens' Political Ac-
tion Committee. Adfliated with blatantly
Communist-front American Peace Moblliza-
tion. BSigned petition for release of Earl
Browder, national Communiet leader con-
victed of passport fraud. Affiifated with
Emergency Peace Mobilization, which
launched the American Peace Mobilization,
noted above. Member of Committee of Edi-
tors and Writers of the South, an anti-poll-
tax group as heretofore noted. One of 16
women selected for the 1844 Roll of Honor of
Natlonal Council of Negro Women. Writer
of wide variety of articles in publications of
various types, such as Common Ground,
Common Sense, American Unity, etc. Her
The White Problem, in New York Herald
Tribune Forum was condensed for the Negro
Digest. Her race-relations novel, Strange
Fruit, was banned in Boston and Cambridge,
Mass,, and the Massachusetts Civil Liberties
Union pledged support in fight to lft re-
strictions. The Massachusetts Supreme
Court, in a divided opinion, ruled it obscene,
indecent, and impure. Member of National
Cemmittee of American Civil Liberties Union,
extreme left-wing organization notorious for
its defense of Communists under bans for
their propaganda, and other activities,

Harry S. Strozier: Member of executive
board of SCHW. Attorney, and contributing
editor, Macon News, Macon, Ga. Member of
Committee of Editors and Writers of the
South, an anti-poll-tax organization noted
heretofore.

Alva W. Taylor: Becretary-treasurer of
SCHW. Signed open letter to Presldent
Roosevelt, sponsored by American Council
on Boviet Relations, urging declaration of
war on PFinland in interests of unity of
United Nations over Nazl Germany and its
Faecist allles. Bigned petition to 'abolish
the Dies Committee, sponsored by National
Federation for Constitutional Liberties, that
was branded subversive by Attorney General
Biddle.. One of editorial advisers of the
Protestant, publication of which EKenneth
Leslie is editor and general manager. It is
left-wing propaganda pericdical with reli-
gious tone. One of sponsors of People’s In-
stitute of Applied Religion, classified by Dies
committee as “one of most vicious Com-
munist organizations ever set up in this
country.” Signed open letter of Schappes
Defense Committee to Gov. Thomas E. Dewey,
of New York for pardon of Morris U,
Schappes, self-admifted Communist eon-
victed of perjury in connection with New
York legislative committee investigating
Communist penetration of educational sys-
tems. Schappes had been on the faculty
of the College of the City of New York for 13
years. Signed petition to President Roose-
velt to countermand order of Attorney Gen-
eral Biddle for deportation of Harry Bridges,
foreign-born extreme left-wing labor leader
and agitator., Member of World Peaceways,
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Ine., prewar internationalist and peace-at-
any-price pacifist organization. One of pa-
tional sponsors of New York chapter of Na-
tional Sharecroppers’ Week, noted hereto-
fore. On Social Service Commission of Fed-
eral Counecil of Churches. Active member
of People’s Lobby, soclalistic organization
espousing Government ownership of Indus-
iry and redistrbution of wealth by confisca-
tory taxation. One of vice chairmen of Com-
mittee of Interchutch World Movement in-
vestigating steel strike in 1918, Report was
prepared with technical assistance of soclal-
ist Bureau of Industrial Research. I was
80 biased it discredited itself. Affiliated with
National Mooney-Billings Committee work-
ing for pardon of Mooney and Billings, con-
victed of murder in bombing of Prepared-
ness Day parade in San Francisco, prior to
World War I. Chairman of Church Emer-
gency Committee for Rellef of Textile Strik-
crs in Danville, Va., set up to solicit funds
and food for strikers. On executive com-
mittee (1933) of National Religion and La=-
bor Foundation, set up to propagandize “the
new soclal order” and overthrow capitalist
system. One of its officers declared in its
official organ that there would be need for
“a trained and disciplined group who will
know how to function in & Lenin-leadership
when the hour of opportunity comes. Our
concern is to build the understanding lead-
ership from those who are ready to talk busi-
ness and digest the strong meat of direct
revolutionary preparation.” Signed petition
(1932) for recognition of Boviets circulated
by left-wing internationalist-pacifist Fel-
lowship of Reconcillation. Member of com-
mittee on Cultural Relations with Latin-
Ameriea, notorious for pileturing United
States as imperialistic. Referred to George
Washington (November 11, 1929) as “a slow-
moving individual at any rate.”

Rev. John B. Thompson: Member of execu-
tive board of SCHW Has served as chairman
in earlier years. Dean of Presbyterian Foun-
dation at University of Oklahoma; pastor of
First Presbyterlan Church, Norman, Okla.
One of sponsors of fifth national conference
of Communist organized and controlled
American Committee for Protection of For-
eign Born. Chairman of American Peace Mo~
bilization, one of the most notorious and
blatant Communist fronts organized in this
country. Made keynote speech at American
People’s meeting (April 5, 1941), sponsored by
it. One of the sponsors of Committee to De-
fend America by Eeeping Out of War, a provi-
slonal set-up leading to launching American
Peace Mobilization, just noted. At the time
of these activities the “line" of the Commu-
nist Party was based on the Stalin-Hitler
pact that had not been broken by Hitler at
that time. One of sponsors of Emergency
Peace Mobilization, the meeting in Chicago
that launched the American Peace Mobiliza-
tion, just noted. One of sponsors of League
of Young Southerners, Youth Bection of
SCHW and identical with Council of Young
Southerners, except that the Reverend
Thompson is not listed as a sponsor of
latter. Bo’h closely interlocked through
personnel with Communist fronts, Omne of
sponsors of People's Institute of Applied Re-
liglon, labelled by Dies Committee as “one of
the most vicious Communist organizations
ever set up in this country.” One of sponsors
of call for Dinner Forum of Protestant Digest
Associates. The Protestant Digest changed
name to the Protestant, listed by Dies Com-
mittee as “one of the most remarkable vehi=
cles of stralght Communist propaganda in
existence.” It has a religious veneer. Former
teacher at Highlander Folk School. Contribu-
tor to New Masses, Communist magazine, Feb-
ruary 11, 1941,

Miss Jimme Woodward: Secretary YWCA,
University of North Carolina. Member of
executive board of SCHW. Elected a regional
representative for the South (one of two) at
fifth national gathering of American Youth
Congress, front organization set up and con-
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trolled by Communists. Listed as subversive
by Attorney General Biddle. At the time of
her election as reglonal representative (1839)
she was with YWCA at Randolph-Macon Col-
lege.

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, I had
promised during this first installment of
my 30-day speech to discuss the question
of filibustering, and now I should like
to make some observations on that
much-discussed aquestion. Although it
was my hope that it would not be
necessary for the business of the Senate
to be delayed because of the FEPC, I do
not now and have never hesitated to
engage in a filibuster for a righteous
cause, The privilege of unlimited de-
bate, which makes filibusters possible, is
one of the most sacred rights guaranteed
to every Member of this esteemed and
distinguished body. Without this right
the minority would be helpless and de-
fenseless and always and under all cir-
cumstances subject to the will of the
majority, with not even a weapon with
which to fight in the defense of the
sovereign States that we represent on
the floor of the Senate.

It has been said that majorities ought
to have their way; but, Mr. President,
majorities are not always right. The
mob is a majority, but it is not right, and
in times of hysteria, such as we have now
in this country, there is a possibility of
a majority, even of the people them-
selves, being misled in view of all the
radio broadcasts and newspaper publica-
tions that are being disseminated to the
American people. It is possible that the
American people might be misled on
these new, unheard of, foreign, alien
ideologies or conceptions of government
which are coming out of the city of New
York, a city that has sent a Negro to
Washington as a Member of the House
of Representatives, a Negro named
PoweLL, who called the President's wife
“the last lady of the land” because she
dared to have luncheon with the splendid
white ladies of the DAR of this Nation.
We need not be surprised at anything
coming out of that section.

Mr. President, the throttling of debate
must never be allowed to exist in the
Senate of the United States, the greatest
deliberative forum in the whole world,
and the only forum where free and un-
limited speech is an inherent right.
Yes, our opponents have the right, and
can outvote and defeat a Senator in his
contentions, but they cannot and they
must not do it as long as he can and will
speak. That is the doctrine of the fili-
buster.

It had been my intention to devote a
portion of my speech at this time to a
history of the merits of the filibuster,
but last Thursday, after listening to the
speech of the majority leader, the Sena-
tor from Kentucky [Mr. BargLeyl, I re-
solved anew to speak on this subject.

In his speech in the Senate on January
24 the Senator from Kentucky made this
statement:

The filibuster as a legislative institution is
unjustifiable and indefensible.

When our beloved and distinguished
leader made that statement, he hit in the
face the great men who have helped to
make this Nation great, because the great
men of this Nation who have been Mem-=
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bers of this body have engaged in fili-
bustering for over a hundred years. I
shall show in a moment what good they
have done by the use of the institution
known as filibustering. Yet our friend,
the leader of the majority, says it is “un-
justifiable and indefensible.”

It seems that the Senator from Ken-
tucky, along with some others, has the
erroneous opinion that filibustering is
wrong and should not be permitted.
This belief is not only unfounded but
the authority and justification for fili-
bustering is recognized and honored by
its use for 150 years. It has been resorted
to by some of the greatest men who have
ever held seats in this distinguished
body. I question the right of any man
to censure and condemn the great men
who have been forced to resort to the
filibuster in defense of good government
and constitutional rights on so many oc-
casions during the past 150 years.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina
Mr. President, will the Senator from
Mississippi yield?

Mr. BILBO. Yes; if I may yield with-
out losing the floor.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. I
should like to ask the Senator from Mis-
sissippi a question. Does he not believe
that if 60 or even 75 percent of the laws
which have been passed by the House
and the Senate had been killed the Na-
tion would have been better off?

Mr. BILBO. I always thought there
was more virtue in killing legislation than
in passing it.

Mr. President, the United States Sen-
ate is the only free forum in the world.
The right of unlimited debate which be-
longs to every Member of this body is a
weapon to safeguard the rights of mi-
nority groups, and it is a technique which
must be protected and preserved.

Legislative filibustering is made pos-
sible and is permitted by the rules of the
United States Senate. “Filibustering,”
as a term of parliamentary procedure,
refers to the methods by which the pro-
ceedings of a legislative body may be
delayed or obstructed, usually for the
purpose of defeating a particular piece
of bad legislation. However, the fili-
buster never actually kills any bill. It
merely affords ample discussion and
delays action.

Let us consider the proposal we are
now discussing. We can filibuster; we
can prevent the passage of the pending
bill, but we cannot kill it. If it is right-
eous, and is necessary for the welfare
and progress and growth and expansion
and happiness of the people of America,
it will persist, and in the end it will be-
come & law. All we can do is to delay
it, in order that the people of this coun-
try may know what it is, and if, after the
people know all the facts about it, they
still want it, they will put men in the
Congress who will pass it. Do not worry
about that.

Here is a bill which has been brought
before the legislatures of 20 States, and
18 of those States have killed it through
their legislative processes. Only two
have passed it, and that was in a modi-
fied form. It is a kind of a joke in New
Jersey. Dewey became afraid of his
baby, and has in-a way put the soft pedal
on it in New York. But I notice that
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certain minorities think that New Jersey
and New York are today their mecea,
and there are millions on their way. I
hope that the legislature of my State will
provide expenses of transportation, and
let.every citizen of my State who wishes
to go to New York and New Jersey travel
at the expense of the State government.

The term “filibuster” may be some-
what modern, but the use of filibustering
tactics is certainly not a new -legislative
practice in the world. The method was
used in the Roman Senate, and was long
known to the English Parliament, Fili-
bustering was practiced in some of our
colonial legislatures—that is, in the
Thirteen Original Colonies. Indeed, the
very ratification of the Federal Constitu-
tion resulted in a famous but unsuccess-
ful filibuster in the Pennsylvania one-
house legislature.

Mr. President, as I have said, things
which are right and things which should
be done for the welfare of the people
will in the end be suceessful. But in all
the filibusters which have been success-
ful in the past there has been no effort
to renew the objectionable thing that was
killed by the filibuster, and time has
shown that the success of all filibusters
has resulted to the benefit and welfare
and glory of this great country.

Under the Constitution of the United
States filjbustering found a place in the
First Congress. Congress was meeting in
New York, in June 1790, when a wrangle
occurred which could certainly be called
a filibuster. It is strange, Mr. President,
that so much hell is being raised about
filibustering by many New Yorkers who
come here, and yet the first filibuster in
this Republic took place in New York.
They should be ashamed of themselves.
They started it. The controversy con-
cerned which city should be chosen as
the meeting place for the United States
Congress. When the Senate rejected the
House motion calling for the selection
of Philadelphia, the House tried to pass
the motion again. This time two Mem-
bers of the House delivered long speeches
and made dilatory motions to delay
action, and they prevented a vote for
some time. There was even the threat
of a filibuster in the Senate, for when it
next met there were numerous endeavors
made to waste time.

To hear some persons talk, Mr. Presi-
dent, Senators have been “wasting” time
ever since we have had a government;
but what seems to some to be a waste of
time really is a service and to the best
interests of the country in the long run.
No one knows when—perhaps in the
twinkling of an eye, or in a year or in
2 years or in 5 years—a measure may
come up from the South, a bill* which
would impose upon the State of New
Jersey and the State of New York con-
ditions which would be very obnoxious
to and cause resentment in the hearts
of the people of those two States, and the
people of those States would be glad to
know that their Senators had the right
to fight and fizht and delay and delay
and kill and kill motions made in an
attempt on the part of a bloc from the
South to do something that the people
of those States did not want done. The
people of those States are interested in
this matter,

- about it.
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Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does
the Senator from Mississippi yield to the
Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. BILBO. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. I
wish to ask the Senator if it is not true
that filibusters have occurred in the Sen-
ate during all its existence, and if it is
not also true that the same rules for the
conduct of the business of the Senate
have been in force ever since the Senate
has been in existence, ever since the Con-
stitution was adopted?

Mr, BILBO. Yes.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
The same BSenate rules are still in
existence. Why change the rules now?

Mr. BILBO. I said a while ago, Mr.
President, that there was hysteria re-
sulting more or less from the disturbed
conditions incident to the war we have
just gone through, and primarily because
of the organized efforts on the part of a
minority to enforce upon the Congress
and the American people its ideas of
what it calls social equality. As a matter
of fact, the real guts behind this bill, its

real heart, the real idea behind it on the

part of those who are now pressing it, is
the enforcement of social equality in
work. It is not so much a question of
equality in obtaining jobs as in obtaining
social equality. Senators know that we
have a class of people in this country
who say that segregation of any kind is
discrimination. That doctrine has been
preached by Judge Hastie and Roy
Wilkins and Walter White and a great
many other colored people, and by some
white people who are not so fastidious.
They have been preaching that segrega-
tion is discrimination. There never was
a bigger lie in the world than that segre-
gation is diserimination.

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
O’DaniEL in the chair). Does the Sen-
ator from Mississippi yield to the Sen-
ator from Arkansas?

Mr. BILBO. I yield.

Mr. McCLELLAN. If segregation is
discrimination, then if we require those
of a different political faith in this body
to sit on the other side of the aisle they
could charge they were being discrim-
inated against.

Mr. BILBO. We are certainly dis-
criminating against our Republican
friends. But they are not “bellyaching”
They realize that it is right.
They are glad to be grouped together so
they can lay their plans to undo the
Democrats in the Senate. And if the
northern Democrats keep on monkeying
with us southern Democrats we are going
to draw the line of separation over on
this side. [Laughter.]

I want to make a further observation
about segregation. I sald segregation
was a law of nature. Segregation is
perfectly natural in nature. It is natu-
ral in the animal world. We do not see
horses out in the meadow land lining up
with the cows. No; the cows go by them-
selves this way, and the horses by them-
selves the other way. Hogs and sheep
keep apart. Hogs go by themselves and
sheep by themselves, That general law
also applies to the human race. People
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of the Mongolian races associate togeth-
er. They intermarry and want to live
together and do business together. The
same is true of the Indians. The Negro
race is the only one I know of which is
ashamed of its race and which tries to
obtain for itself social equality with the
white race. Most of its leaders preach
that segregation and mongrelization and
intermarriage between the whites and
the blacks is the only solution for the
race question in this country.

Dr. Linton, dean of anthropology of
Columbia University, said about 5 or 6
weeks ago that at the present speed of
mongrelization, intermixing, intermar-
rying, and interbreeding between the
whites and blacks, within nine genera-
tions, 300 years, there will be no whites
in this country and no blacks. We will
all be brown or yellow. Dr. Linton is not
far wrong. The regrettable thing about
it is that there are many white people in
this country who have no regard for the
integrity of their white blood, who are
encouraging and aiding and abetting the
attempt, the fight, the campaign, the
movement which is on to bring abouf
the mongrelization of their ¢wn white
blood. I say that FEPC is cne of the
instruments they want to use to bring
about that social equality which leads
to miscegenation, mongrelization, inter-
mixing. There are 18 States in this
country which have legalized marriage
between Negroes and whites. Today the
yearly average is about 600 legal mar-
riages in those 18 States between Negroes
and whites. That does not take into
consideration the interbreeding and
mixing between Negroes and whites in all
the rest of the country. That is hor-
rible. That is why Dr. Linton said the
fight was on, the race was on.

I do not know how others feel about it,
but so far as I am concerned, Mr. Presi-
dent, if you want to “cuss” Bineo for be-
ing a bigot, for being a pessimist, and be-
ing this and that just because I have re-
gard for my white blood, then make the
most of it. So far as I am concerned, I
would rather see my race and my civili-
zation destroyed by the atomic bomb,
with all its fury and its horror, than to
see it destroyed by the slow, subtle, in-
sidious campaign of mongrelization.
One method is slow, the other is fast.
I would prefer the fast method.

Obstructive tactics were characteristic
of the House of Representatives long be-
fore they became common in the Senate.
However, because of the size and the na-
ture of the business of the House, rules
were soon adopted Ilimiting ' debate.
There are 435 Members of the House, and
if each Member wanted to make a speech
of an hour or so in length, the House
never would get through with dealing
with one subject in a whole session.

By 1890 the House rules no longer per-
mitted unlimited debate, and since that
time filibustering has been confined to
the Senate. The House is composed of
men elected every 2 years from the body
of the people, and its Members do not
need to speak as long as Senators do..
One of the special jobs of the Senate is
to analyze and discuss bills which come
over from that great body, with a mem-
bership of 435, which cannot spend much
time in discussion and analysis. Itisour
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duty to analyze and discuss hills without
limit, and discover the mistakes in policy
and the effect on the American people if
a proposed law is put into operation.
That is our duty. If we see fit to discuss
a bill for 2 weeks, 3 weeks, 30 days, or 6
months, that is all right. In the long
run it is to the interest of the people.

During the early sessions of the Con-
gress the procedure known as the “pre-
vious question” was a method by which
debate could be limited in the Senate.
But that rule wds abolished in 1807, and
there were no other rules adopted by
which debate could be limited until the
so-called cloture rule was adopted in
1917. 1In other words, from 1789, when
the First Congress met in New York City,
until 1807, there was what every parlia-
mentarian knows as the “previcus ques-
tion,” which cut off all debate. That
procedure was so disastrous and so in-
effective in perfecting legislation that in
1807 it was done away with. Some “nut”
would demand the previous question
merely to stop the discussion, Until 1917,
for 110 years in the United States Senate,
there has been no rule, no method, and
no regulation by which the discussion of
a subject on the floor of the Senate could
be stopped.

But in 1917, during the war hysteria,
when war legislation was being enacted,
someone conceived the idea of clofure.
We know what cloture is. After a bill
has been thoroughly discussed, or at any
time, 16 Senators may file a petition and
force a vote on the question of whether
cloture shall be imposed. It has prac-
tically the same effect as the previous
question. It closes the debate. I shail
come to that subject a little later.

Mr. President, I believe in free and
unlimited debate. i am opposed to clo-
ture; and I am not alone in that. I re-
peat that the day may come when those
who are clamoring for limitation of de-
" bate, and cussing us because we fili-
buster, and who wish to do away with
the filibuster, may wish that the right
of filibuster still existed in order to save
them and their particular section.

We do not know what is going to hap-
pen in this country. I am opposed to
any limitation of debate in the United
States Senate. The right of free and
open debate has long been cherished in
this body. The right of unlimited speech
is a powerful weapon, but it is a safe-
guard necessary to the preservation of
the liberty upon which this Nation was
founded.

In 1897 Vice President Stevenson made
the following statement with reference
to the limitation of debate in the Senate.
Listen to what one of the great men of
the past said about it:

It must not be forgotten that the rules
govemlng this bOd.Y are founded deep in
human experience; that they are the result
of centuries of tireless effort in legislative
halls to conserve, to render stable and secure
the rights and liberties which have been
achieved by conflict, By its rules the Senate
wisely fixes the limits of its own powers. Of
those who clamor against the Senate, and
its methods of procedure, it may truly be
sald: “They know not what they do." In
this Chamber alone are preserved, without
restraint, two essentiuls of wise legislation
and of good government—the right of
amendment and of debate. Great evils often

reswlt from hasty legislation; rarely from the*
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delay which follows full discussion and delib-
eration. In my humble judgment, the his-
toric Senate—preserving the unrestricted
right of amendment, and of debate, main-
taining intact the time-honored parliamen-
tary methods and amenities which unfail-
ingly secure action after deliberation—pos-
sesses in our scheme of government a value
which cannot be measured by words.

That is not Biipo talking., That is
one of the great men of the past, pass-
ing judgment upon the right of filibuster.

Members of the Senate represent the
sovereign States from which they are
elected. We must uphold the sover-
eignty and rights of our States. The
privilege of unlimited debate gives us a
method to protect those rights from de-
struction. So long as this right remains,
the majority cannot force its views upon
the minority when the minority is on
guard and ready to fight. In other
words, this body could not impose any
law on the good people of Pennsylvania,
New York, or New Jersey if Senators
from those States were on the job to
protect their rights. The rules of the
Senate are such that they can stand
here and fight as long as there is breath
in them and keep their States from being
imposed upon by any antagonistic ma-
jority from the South or from the West.

In certain sections of our country there
are a great many aliens who have
brought with them alien governmental
conecepts. Many of them are crackpots.
Some of these days the South and the
West will get together, and there will be
some filibustering. We will get together
and stop all this damned foolishness,

Each Senator is an ambassador from
his State. Representatives in Congress
come directly from the people, and their
number is in proportion to the popula-
tion. That is not so with the Senate.
Each State has two Benators. New
York, with her millions of people, has
no greater representation or rights in
the Senate than tiny little Rhode Island.
The principle of State rights is not only
essential and vital, but it is the very
foundation of our dual system of consti-
tutional government.

In discussing the United States Senate,
the late Senater Henry Cabot Lodge
made the following statement—Ilet us
hear from the late Senator Lodge, a
great Republican and a great scholar:

It is not necessary to trace the long strug-
gle between these opposing forces which
ended in the most famous compromise of
the Constitution of which the Senate. was
the vital element, and which finally enahled
the Convention to bring its work to a suc-
cessful conclusion, It is sufficient here to
point out that, as the Constitution was neces-
sarlly maede by the States alone, they yielded
with the utmost reluctance to the grants of
power to the pesople of the United States as
a whole and sought in every way to protect
the rights of the several States against inva-
sion by the national authority. The States,
it must be remembered, as they then stood,
were all sovereign States.

They were little independent republiecs.
There were 13 of them,

Each one possessed all the rights and at-
tributes of sovereignty, and the Constitution
could only be made by surrendering to the
General Government a portion of these sov-

ereign powers.

In the Benate accordingly the States en-
deavored to secure every possible power which
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would protect them and their rights. They
ordained that each State should have two
Benators without reference to population,
thus securing equality of representation
among the States. They then provided in
article V of the Constitution that “no State
without its consent should be deprived of
its equal suffrage in the Senate.”

Each Senator covers so many square
feet of this beautiful carpet, and if he
has not “guts” enough to get on his
square and hold it and defend the rights
of the people of his State, he is not
worthy of membership in this body.

Except on some rare occasions the Senate
has been the conservative part of the legis-
lative branch of the Government. The clo-
ture and other drastic rules for preventing
delay ard compelling action which it has
been found necessary to adopt and apply in
the House of Representatives have never ex-
cept in a most restricted form been admitted
in the Senate. Debate in the Senate has
remained practically unlimited—

This is Senator Lodge speaking—

and despite the Impatience which unre-
stricted debate often creates, there can be
no doubt that in the long run it has been
most important and indeed very essentlal
to free and democratic government to have
one body where every great question could
be fully and deliberately discussed. Un-
doubtedly there are evils in unlimited debate,
but experience shows that these evils are far
outwelighed by th~ benefit of having one body
In the Government where debate cannot be
shut off arbitrarily at the will of a partisan
majority.

Our Republican friends on the other
side of the aisle are in the minority in
this body, but they have this power.
The majority of the Senate, on this side
of the aisle—we Democrats—cannot run
over the Republican Senators who are
representing their States. They can
stand together like a solid brick wall, and
we cannot move them. That is why
Senator Lodge said that the Constitu-
t’on and the machinery of this body are
so geared as to protect the sovereignty
of the States. Mr. President, the day will
come when the gentlemen on the other
side of the aisle will wish they had the .
power to prevent cloture, so that debate
might go on and so that their rights
might be protected. Sometimes people
act in a crazy fashion; sometimes they
go wild. We sometimes have hysteria in
the country. If an unsafe man were put
in the White House, and if at that time
there were an unsafe Congress on Capitol
Hill, we could have communism, we
could have totalitarianism, we could
have almost anything overnight. But so
long as the right of debate and the right
of filibuster—which is only the right to
delay—continue to exist, if there were
left in Congress only a few men who be-
lieved in the eternal principles of our
constitutional, dual system of govern-
ment, our country could be made safe,
regardless of who was in the White
House, regardless of what might be the
majority in Congress. The right to fili-
buster is the greatest safeguard ever
given to a free people; and yet some un-
thinking people say, “Oh, let us do away
with filibustering. It is wicked, it is sin=-
ful, it is wrong, it is disgraceful.” One
lady down in Atlanta, Ga., said Bireo
was un-Christian because he is in favor
of filibustering—poor fanatic,
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I continue to quote from the statement
by the late Senator Lodge:

The Senate, I believe, has never failed to
act in any case of importance where a ma-
jority of the bocdy really and genuinely de-
sired to have action, and the full opportunity
for deliberation and discussion, characteris-
tic of the Senate, has prevented much rash
legislation born of the passion of an election
struggle, and has perfected still more
which ultimately found its way to the statute
books.

Mr. President, since 1 have been a
Member of the Senate there was a Sena-
tor to whom I said one day, “Senator, do
you know what your colleagues say about
you? They say you are the meanest old
rascal in the Senate.”

“Well,” he said, “that is very discour-

1 said, '“Wait a minute; I am not
through. They also say that you are
the most useful Member of the Senate.”

The reason for it was that that Sena-
tor spent 18 hours of every day of his
life reading every bill, every report, and
every other matter which came before
the Senate, and he knew more about
every bill than did any other Member of
the Senate. On calendar day, the day
when bills are passed by unanimous con-
sent—and that is when the snakes
crawl—he stayed in the Senate Chamber
and stopped and killed more bad laws
than any other Member of the Senate
ever did. I wish he were here now. We
need him.

I read further from the statement by
the late Senator Lodge:

The Members of the United States Senate
have always cherished the freedom of de-
bate which has existed in this Chamber.
Senators have been reluctant to adopt any
rule of cloture and even after the present rule
was adopted in 1917, they have been reluc-
tant to invoke it. Cloture is a gag rule; it
shuts off debate; it forces all free and open
discussion to come to an end. Such a prac-
tice destroys the deliberative funection which
is the very foundation for the existence of
the Senate. It was the intent of the framers
of the Federal Constitution to obtaln from
the Upper Chamber of the Congress a dif-
ferent peint of view from that secured in
the House of Representatives. Thus, the
longer term, the more advanced age, the
smaller numbers, the equal representation
of all States. Careful and thorough consid-
eration of legisiation is more often needed
than limitation of debate.

Mr. President, as we know, the age
limit for Members of the Senate is
greater than that for Members of the
House of Representatives. The term of
a Senator is 6 years, and the founding
fathers arranged to have the elections
of Senators staggered in such a way that
only 32 Senators are elected every 2
years, which results in always having
two-thirds of the Senate with 4 years of
experience. That is why the Senate is
a safer bedy, and is able to correct the
mistakes of the House of Representatives.

I read further from the statement by
the late Senator Lodge:

Unlimited debate—the filibuster—has
proved its merits through the years of our
national existence. Time has proved that
filibustering has prevented action and de-
feated legislation which would have been
disastrous to the Amerlcan pecple. Pro-
longed debate saved us from the Force bill
in 1891; free silver in 1893; the Ship-Purchase
Act in 1815; the antilynching bill in 1922, in
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1935, and 1938; the ship-subsidy bill in 1923;
and o number of other measures. It is true
that there may be some difference of oplnion
as to the merits of some of these measures,
but who will now deny that in these in-
stances the snap-shot decision would have
been calamitous? The following are the
words of former Senator J. T. Robinson, who
was once minority leader in the Senate:

In no single instance has a measure of
outstanding importance, defeated through
resort to filibuster, been subsequently re-
vived. In every case where a considerable
minority has resorted to the utmost extrem-
ity to prevent a vote upon a bill, it has heen
based on the contention that the proposal is
inconsistent with the spirit of American in-
stitutions, is violative of the fundamental
principles of our Government, and, if thor-
oughly understood, will be rejected as sub-
versive of American civilization, . The Force
bill (1891) and the Dyer autilynching bill
(1922) are illustrations. If a vote bad been
taken in the Senate upon either, they would
have been passed by large majorities. Yet
neither has ever heen brought forward

again.

Mr. President, now let us consider the
antilynching bill. Many fanatics have
been crying about the need for the pas-
sage of an antilynching bill. They have
said that too many persons were being
lynched in the South. Well, the south-
ern bloe has fought such legislation. We
fought it in good faith, not because we
believed in lynching, but because we were
about to solve that problem ourselves.
Through the churches, the schools, and
the actions and utterances of public men
we have been able to reduce the lynching
evil to practically nothing in the South
today. Sometimes a whole year goes by
with no lynchings. Sometimes 2 years
pass with no lynchings. Therefore, Mr.
President, so far as human life is con-
cerned, whether a person be black or
white he is much safer in the South than
he is in Harlem, New York, because the
records show that some poor Negro is
killed in Harlem every night of the year.
[Laughter.] Some day we southern peo-
ple will have a law passed which will take
care of the Harlem situation, and while
the bill is pending before Congress some
persons who will oppose it will get on
Jim Meap's neck and on Bop WAGNER'S
neck and try to get them to filibuster
against it.

We have done away with lynching in
the South because it is inherently wrong,
and our law-enforcing officials know that
we will back them up. If the Congress
had passed the fool antilynching bill
which was pending before the Congress
for some time, there would have followed
ten times as many lynchings as had taken
place prior to that time.

In the book entitled “Filibustering in
the Senate,” by Franklin L. Burdette, the
following arguments are given as being
commonly advanced by those who favor
the practice of unlimited debate in the
Senate, I wish to read them. We have
plenty of time. We are not going to pass
the pending bill today. [(Laughter.l

The principal defenses offered by the sup-
porters of the practice of filibustering are:
(1) That minorities have rights which no
majority should override; (2) that a Senate
majority does not necessarily represent a
majority of the people or even of the States;
(3) that it has become the special duty of
the Senate carefully to inspect legislation, a
duty not readily performed without freedom
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of debate; (4) that filibusters really do not
prevent needed legislation, because no im-
portant measure defeated by filibuster has
been enacted later; (§) that it is the peculiar
function of the Senate to act as a check upon
the Executive, a responsibility too easily
thwarted if Senators could be prevented from
speaking fully upon all matters; and (6) that
the constitutional requirement for recording
the yeas and nays is a protection of dilatory
tactics.

The principle that minorities have rights
is no less an American tenet than the princi-
ple that the majority should rule, It is not
an unfamiliar cry that government is con-
stituted to protect minorities against ma-
jorities.

Do Senators understand the import of
that statement? Evidently its signifi-
cance has never impressed itself upon
some persons, because they never heard
it before. '

Indeed, most Americans would uphold the
argument that there are rights of individuals
which a majority must respect. Natural
rights, inalienable and inherent, are stiil
significant in American thought. The Con-
stitution contains great guaranties of mi-
nority freedom from oppression, Many de-
fenders of the filibuster argue that when a
great constitutional guaranty is being
trampled by an unheeding majority the
minority should obstruct with all the vigor
at fts command. John Sharp Willlams, of
Mississippi, declared that Senators represent
States as ambassadors and that it is their
duty to protect the rights of States even by
filibuster,

It is contended that if a minority cannot
be protected by parliamentary means the
forces restrained through majority pressure
may well overrun the majority at the next
election or may burst out even in viclence or
revolution., Filibusters are almost always
supported by minority opinion bearing at
least some strength in the Nation, and if
the issue is great enough that minerity may
never yield short of physical conflict. Fili-
busiering is part of the democratic system
to force compromise, the conserving possi-
bility in great controversy.

Offen Senate majorities do not conform
to the opinion even of the popular majoritics
which they purport to represent. Frequently
popular opinion upon a guestion has not been
formulated, or if it has been, it is often not
effectively expressed.

That is the situation in connection
with the pending bill. Notwithstanding
the fact that similar bilis were intro-
duced in the legislatures of 20 States, and
that they were defeated in 18 of them,
many persons have not yet had time to
know about it. Perhaps by the time the
elections are held next fall, more people
will have become informed.

I continue reading from the book:

For the formation and expression of pub-~
lic opinion, information, discussion, and
time, are necessary. Those indispensables
are supplied in part by prolonged debate in
the Senate and filibuster may prevent hasty _
majority action which would be out of har-
mony with genuine popular will, Legislative
obstruction apprises the public of proposals
with which they may be out of sympathy and
which perhaps are close to enactment with-
out popular awareness. If the public 15 ac-
tually sympathetic with the proposition, time
is afforded for consideration of factors per-
haps overlooked and for a clear popular man-
date. That time should elapse before a final
decision is sald to be a reasonable minority
demand,

Mr. President, let us take the pending

bill. It was brought in with all the
‘pomp, glory, and ceremony of the com-
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mittee, placed upon the calendar, and
made ready to be passed. Many Sena-
tors were ready to vote for it. However,
after the Senate has heard a discussion
and an analysis of the nefarious provi-
sions of the hill, I dare say that not a
dozen Members of the Senate will vote
for the bill in its present form. I know
that Members of the Senate who were
strongest in favor of FEPC legislation re-
fused to put their names to this bill be-
cause they would not stand for that kind
of un-American legislation.. However,
some others swallowed it hook, line, sink-
er, bait, and all.

I continue reading:

An exlsting Senate majority may have
been repudiated at the polls, In the for-
mer short sessions of Congress, sitting (prior
to the twentieth amendment) after an elec-
tion, that was frequently the case. Even to-
day such “lame duck” sessions of Congress
might be called between the. date for the
congressional elections and the following 3d
of January, and in such sessions a Senate
majority might be unrepresentative both of
popular will and of the will of the majority
of the States,

Of course, that would not apply at the
present time, because the Norris amend-
ment has done away with the “lame
duck” session. i

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, if the
Senator will yield, I may say that we still
have a “lame duck” session between No-
vember and January, during which time
a majority of the Congress might have
its way even though it had been defeated
in a prior election.

Mr. BILBO. The Senator’s statement
is made on the theory that we will always
have continuous sessions. Before the
war we did not have continuous sessions.
In part, the Senator from Georgia is cor-
rect, but prior to the war, when Con-
gress adjourned during July or August,
the statement which I have read from
the book would not apply.

I continue reading:

Moreover, only one-third of the senatorial
terms expire after each election. After an
election in which candidates favoring an
issue had been defeated by the people with
unmistakable intent, a majority for that
issue might still remain. The objection
might have particular validity regarding rati-
fication or rejection of a pending treaty
which had been an issue. The House, more
responsive to election returns, would have
no voice in the matter and cculd not check
the Senate. -

1t is complained that at any time a Senate
majority may represent a minority of the
people in the Nation. Because of the equal
representation of the States that possibility
is unavoidable. On the other hand, a rela-
tively few Scnator. from populous States
may represent a majority of the American
people, and at times such Senate minorities
have been led to feel that they should have
a determining voice in the public business,
It has also been pointed out that in critical
circumstances, when a dlvision in the Senate
is close, existing vacancies in representation
may give the majority only a temporary lease
upon control of the situation, Unrepresent-
ative and temporary majorities, it is argued,
are justifications for filibuster,

A clear majority in the Senate may act
under compulsion from a minority of leaders
or from outside influences, and defenders of
filibustering contend that under such condi-
tions proposed legislation should be resisted
with every perliamentary device. If a caucus
system preyails, formally or informally, &
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mere majority of the majority party, perhaps
a distinct majority of the entire Senate, may
seek effectively to control the action in the
Chamber.

At present it is possible, under certain con-
ditions, for members of the Democratic con-
ference in the Senate to bind party foljowers,
although the arrangement is rarely used.

I may say at this point that since I
have been in the Senate we have not had
any party caucuses to control Members
on this side of the Chamber. Every
Democratic Senator has been permitted
to go his way and speak his convictions
and vote as he pleases, withoutf any effort
on the part of the Democratic leader to
tie us up and pledge us in advance of
coming on the floor,

I read further:

There i3 no procedure in the Republican
conference by which Senators can be bound.
Yet the committee system itself may enable
a few Senators to exert great influence upon
2ll the members of their party. Committee
members of the majority party may so com-
mit their party to a course of action that
only insurgents will refuse support. Ofiten
members of a Senate majority learn that in
order to obtain legislation of their own they
must consent to measures proposed by other
majority Senators even if they do not ap-
prove of them. Legislation can thereby come
to final passage supported by a majority of
whom very few are genuinely in favor of the
whole bill; it has been a matter of accept-
ing the undesirable in order to retain highly
valued provisions or to win support for other
measures. Compulsion upon a majority also
may come from outside the Chamber, par-
ticularly from an exz2cutive who uses his
power of patronage to drive through the Sen-
ate a program of his own. Obstructionists
therefore assert that in defeating legislation
they often express the inarticulate senti-
ments of many Senators in the majority.

Since debate and deliberation are now
rigidly curtailed in the House of Representa-
tives, the Senate hes become the only forum
in the National Government where unhur-
ried consideration, and, if recessary, long
discussion, can be employed to perfect laws.
The importance of the Senate in revising
bills passed in the Housz is recognized as
great, Benators are proud to be entrusted
with responsibility for thorough analysis of
legislation, and they value the privilege and
utility of unlimited speech to enable the
presentation of every possible view.

The favorite argument of defenders ol ob-
struction is the statement that no filibuster
has ever defeated important legislation deeply
desired by the American people. To support
the remark, it is eald that great measures
which have been successfully obstructed have
not :subsequently been enacted into law.
But conditions may change to make obsolete
a desire for such once-defeated legislation,
and often measures are of such nature that,
however great the demand for them in some
quarters, passage is obviously impossible be-
cause of the inevitable renewal of filibuster-
ing should old issues be reopened. Users of
such an argument take no account of bills
enacted because of minority coercion or of
the multitude of measures indirectly de-
feated by filibustering beeause there has been
no time to consider them.

There are even thoses who ineist that fili-
busters do not prevent the Senate from
accomplishing the necessary business before
it. They point out that a great nrass of
legislation is enacted by agreement to vote
or by unanimous consent and that arrange-
ments have been made in the rules for regu-
lar times to consider unobjected measures,
And, after all, it is contended, the only real
sanction behind the rules, whatever they are,
is honor. Through a sense of honor and re=
sponsibility, both the majority and the mi=
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nority cooperate in the process of legislation.
Business in the Senate cannot be conducted
upon a plane higher than the caliber and
integrity of its membership.

That is a very important statement.

It has been argued perzuasively that it is
the peculiar function of the Senate, by the
nature of the constitutional system, to check
the Executive. The Senate alone has been
endowed with prerogatives of advice and.
consent upon matters pertaining to appoint-
ments to cflice and to the ratification of
treaties. Through its power of investigat-
ing policies of governmental agencies, com-
bined with the privilege of Senators to dis-
cuss without hindrance what they please,
the Senate constitutes the only great check
upon the activities of the executive branch. .
Without the potentiality of fillbusters, that
undiminished power to check would be gone.
Sznators who believe that something is
wrong in the Government are free to dilate
upon it and to present such evidence as
they may elect. If the policy or condition
compiained of Is flagrantly improper, its in-
vestigation or correction is difficult to avoid
without embarrassment. Indeed, Senators
may, by their sheer ability to block business,
force investigations distasteful to a majority
and perhaps also to an Executive, Free
speech in the Senate, by encouraging pub-
licity in the affairs of government, is a safe-
guard to liberty.

Mr. President, in a speech in the Sen-
ate a few days ago the Senator from
Eentucky [Mr. BARKLEY] raid:

This is the only body among all the leg-
islative bodies in the world about which I
know anything where it—

The practice of filibuster—
is recognized as a legislative institution and
is practiced. The legislature of my State
met 2 weeks ago—

That is, the legislature of Kentucky.
With all the whisky there, anything is
likely to happen in Kentucky. The Sen-
ator continued:

The legislature of my State met 2 weeks
ago, and one of the first things it did was
to adopt rules which would prevent anyone
from delaying a vote on a measure in the
Eentucky legislature, on the theory that it
has the right to vote on legislation which is
brought furward. That is the way I feel
about the United States Benate.

Our Democratic leader made that
statement, and he endorses it whole-
heartedly. In other words, he proposes
to deny the right of minorities on the
floor of the United States Senate, and
he wants the majority to have its way
always.

Somebody has been plowing with my
heifer!

The Senator from Kentucky is opposed
to the filibuster; he is opposed to unlim-
ited debate. Yet in another part of his
speech he made this statement:

I have voted for cloture and I have voted
for it on the theory that if I voted for it
in one case 1 was not automatically bound
by -any future implication of the rule of clo-
ture which might embarrass me in the
method in which I might consider future
legislation coming before the Senate. In
other words, every measure stands on its own
hottom and its own merits; and the effort to
restrain, restrict, or limit debate, and the
vote upon the motion for cloture upon any
measure do not in any way bind any Senator
as to how he should vote in the future on
some other cloture motion pertaining to some
other legislation,
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In other words, after the Senator from
Eentueky in thunderous tones says fili-
bustering is indefensible and® undemo-
cratic, and after he says he will vote for
cloture, he says, “I want it understood
that every question stands on its own
bottom. The time may come when some
question will arise when I would be
against cloture.”

Back in his mind, in his heart, the
Senator from Kentucky, while he is anx-
ious to have this FEPC bill passed, and
is willing to vote cloture on the southern
Senators and others who are against it—
it is not a southern gquestion, it is a
national question, and I am glad to see
Senators from all over the country
against the bill—yet the Senator from
Kentucky does not desire to tie himself
up absolutely, because he knows the time
may come when he will thank God for
the rule of unlimited debate and of fili-
bustering in the Senate.

My, President, the Senator from Ken-
tucky has not been very consistent. He
must either be in favor of cloture or he
must be against it. From his statement,
he seems to be for cloture at this time,
but is on guard against the day in the
future when he himself might wish to
take advantage of the right of unlimited
debate. This position may be understood,
but the Senator did not leave his argu-
ment there. He goes on to say that he
is opposed to the filibuster in such a way
that he ean never engage in such a prac-
tice without standing condemned by his
own statement. He said that the fili-
buster is “unjustifiable and indefensible”
and he spoke without qualifications.
Therefore, it is certainly correct to as-
sume that the Senator denounces every
filibuster which has ever occurred in this
body throughout its history. Let us look
at the record and see what the filibusters
of the past have been, and just what the
Senator from EKentucky has condemned
without reservation.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Mississippi yield?

Mr, BILBO. I yield.

Mr. MORSE. 1 ask the Senator to
yield only for the purpose of permitting
me to comment upon another possible
interpretation of the majority leader’s
remarks. I think it is quite possible fo
make a different interpretation, namely,
that what the majority leader intended
to say, and meant to leave with the Sen-
ate, was that he felt that the time for
filing a cloture petition should be left to
the merits of each individual case. I do
not find anything in his language which
indicates that he is not in favor of clo-
ture. I would judge from his remarks
that he is in favor of cloture whenever
he is satisfied that all possible legitimate
debate on the merits of an issue has
stopped and that a filibuster has started.

Mr. BILBO. I shall be glad to have
the Senator from Oregon take the floor
and defend the majority leader when-
ever he sees fit to do so.

As I have previously stated, the first
filibuster may be said to have occurred
in 1780. The use of the “previous ques-
tion” was possible in the Senate until
1807. This technigue was seldom in-
voked, and even aiter it was abandoned
there was no filibuster of major impor-
tance until 1841, From 1841 until 1923
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some 26 filibusters were carried on in the
Senate, These have been listed, and I
wish to read them into the REcorp so that
the public may know that the filibuster
against FEPC is not the only filibuster
that has occurred.

I read now Ifrom Outstanding Senate
Filibusters, From 1841 to 1923.

In 1841 a bill to remove the Senate
printers was filibustered against for 10
days.

In 1841, again, a bill relating to the
Bank of the United States was filibus-
tered for several weeks and caused Henry
Clay to introduce his cloture resolution.

In 1846 the Oregon hill was filibustered
for 2 months.

The trouble is that the FEPC'ers want-
ed to file a petition for cloture the first 3
or 4 days we commenced to talk about
this damnable bill.

Here we find that Senators filibustered
for 2 months on the Oregon bill, which
affected the State from which my good
friend Senator MORSE comes.

In 1863 a bill to suspend the writ of
habeas corpus was filibustered.

In 1876 an Army appropriation bill was
filibustered against for 12 days, forcing
the abandonment of a rider which would
have suspended existing election laws.

In 1880 a measure fo reorganize the
Senate was filibustered from March 24 to
May 16—by an evenly divided Senate—
until two Senators resigned, giving the
Democrats a majority, God Almighty
came to the rescue.

In 1880 the Blair education bill was
filibustered.

In 1892 the “force hill,” providing for
Federal supervision of elections, was suc-
cessfully filibustered for 29 days. This
resulted in the cloture resolution intro-
duced by Senator Aldrich, which was also
filibustered, and the resolution failed.

In 1893 an unsuccessful filibuster, last-
ing 42 days, was organized against a bill
for the repeal of the Silver Purchase Act.

In 1901 Senator Carter successfully
filibustered a river and harbor bill be-
cause it failed to include certain addi-
tional appropriations.

In 1802 there was a successful filibuster
against the tri-State bill, proposing to
admit Oklahoma, Arizona, and New Mex-
ico to statehood, because the measure
did not include all of Indian territory ac-
cording to the original boundaries.

In 1903 Senator Tillman, of North
Carolina, filibustered against a deficiency
appropriation bill because it failed to in-
clude an item paying his State a war
claim. The item was finally replaced in
the bill.

In 1907 Senator Stone filibustered
against a ship subsidy bill.

In 1908 Senator La Follette led a fili-
buster lasting 28 days against the Vree-
land-Aldrich emergency currency law.
The filibuster finally failed.

This was the Senator La Follette who
was father of our Bob.

In 1911 Senator Owen filibustered a
bill proposing to admit New Mexico and
Arizona to statebood. The House had
accepted New Mexico, but refused Ari-
zona because of her proposed constitu-
tion. Senator Owen filibustered against
the admission of New Mexico until Ari-
zona was replaced in the measure.
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In 1911 the Canadian reciprocity bill
passed the House and failed through a
filibuster in the Senate. It passed Con-
gress in an extraordinary session, but
Canada refused to accept it..

In 1913 a filibuster was conducted
against the omnibus public building bill
by Senator Stone, of Missouri, until cer-
tain appropriations for his State were
included.

In 1914 Senator Burton, of Ohio, fili.
bustered against a river and harbor bill
for 12 hours.

In 1914 Senator Gronna filibustered
againsi acceptance of a conference report
on an Indian appropriation bill.

In 1914 also the following bills were
debated at great length, but finally
passed: Panama Canal tolls bill, 30 days;
Federal Trade Commission bill, 30 days:
Clayton amendments to the Sherman
Act, 21 days; conference report on the
Clayton bill, 9 days. Almost the whole
year was spent on filibusters.

In 1915 a filibuster was organized
against President Wilson's ship-purchase
bill by which German ships in American
ports would have been purchased. The
filibuster was successful and as a result
three important appropriation bills
failed. .

In 1917 the armed ship bill of Presi-
dent Wilson was successfully filibustered
and caused the defeat of many adminis-
tration measures, This caused the adop-
tion of the Mariin resolution embodying
the Presideni’s recommendation for a
change in the Scenate rules regarding
limitation of debate.

Here comes rule XXII, which is the
present cloture rule. This is the first
time we had it, and it came about be-
cause of a very bitter fight which oc-
curred during the war in 1917,

In 1919 a filibuster was successful
against an oil and mineral leasing bill,
causing the failure of several important
appropriation bills and necessitating an
extraordinary session of Congress.

In 1921, in January, the emergency
tariff bill was filibustered against, which
led Senator Penrose to present a cloture
petition. The cloture petition failed,
but the tariff bill finally passed.

In 1922 the Dyer antilynching bill was
successfully filibustered against by a
group of southern Senators.

In 1923 President Harding's ship sub-
sidy bill was defeated by a filibuster.

I wish to add that on November 23,
1942, another anti-poll-tax bill was fili-
bustered against. Cloture petition was
filed, but failed to be adopted.

On May 15, 1944, an anti-poll-tax bill
was filibustered against and the vote for
cloture was lost.

Those two cases are in addition to the
ones I have just read from the compila-
tion I have before me.

Since 1923 there have been several fili-
busters of importance. In 1935, and
again in the latter part of 1937, and again
in 1938, the antilynching bill was the
cause of long filibusters. The efiorts to
cram this piece of legislation down the
throats of the Southern States were re-
sisted by the southern Senators with all
the strength at their command. This at-
tempt to coerce the South, invade the
rights of the sovereign States, and hu-
miliate the southern people would surely
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have succeeded had it not been for the
weapon of unlimited debate which was
repeatedly handled so successfully that
the measure never came to a vote, The
group conducting these filibusters surely
agreed with the late John Sharp Wil-
liams, of Mississippi, who, when speaking
in 1823 against the ship subsidy bill, made
the statement that Senators were “am-
bassadors of the States in Congress,”
with the duty to protect the rights of the
States, particularly “wherever a great,
vital, fundamental constitutional ques-
tion is presented and a majority is trying
to override the organic law of the United
States.”

I believe the Senator from Idaho [Mr.
TavLor] said yesterday that he would not
make such a fight; that he would vote for
cloture, That isthe reason I said I would
nct vote for him for reelcction.

It was in the antilynching filibuster in
January 1938 that the Senator from Lou-
isiana [Mr. ELLEnpER] made the longest
speech yet delivered on the floor of the
United States Senate. The Senator from
Louisiana alone consumed most of the
hours in the sessions for six calendar
days. It was while this filibuster was in
progress, that the then Republican lead-
er, Senator McNary, announced that he
would vote against cloture. This distin-
guished Senator said that every Republi-
can except two were for the bill and that
they were willing “to remain here from
sunrise to evening star and from evening
star to sunrise in order to have the bill
passed. But, Mr. President, I am nof
willing to give up the right of free speech
and full, untrammelled opportunity for
argument, That right is the last palla-
dium, it is the last impregnable trench
for those who may be oppressed or who
are about to be oppressed, it may be the
last barrier to tyranny.”

Those were the words of the late Sen-
ator from Oregon. I loved Senator Mc-
Nary. He was the leader on the Republi-
can side, but he was one of the sweetest
characters I have ever known. I believe
I am the last Senator who talked to him
before he went to the hospital to die. I
loved him like a brother. He was such a
sweet, gentle, congenial, affable man, and
he was true to his country. He was patri-
otic.

I wish to read again what he said re-
specting cloture. 'This distinguished
Senator said that every Republican ex-
cept two were for the hill and that they
were willing “to remain here from sun-
rise to evening star and from evening
star to sunrise in order to have the bill
passed.”

They were that strong for the legisla-
tion. Then said Senator McNary:

But, Mr. President, I am not willing to give
up the right of free speech and full, un-
trammeled opportunity for argument. That
right is the last palladium; it is the last im-
pregnable trench for those who may be op=
pressed or who are about to be oppressed; it
may be the last barrier to tyranny.

In this instance cloture was rejected
by a vote of 51 nays and 37 yeas.

Mr. President, no man ever made a
stronger statement against cloture than
did Senator McNary at that time. He was
then leader on the Republican side.

It is interesting to note the length of
other speeches which have approached

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

that of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr.
ErLenper]. The following speeches were
made during the period beginning in
1890 up until 1938,

1890: Senator C. J. Faulkner on the
force bill, 13 hours,

1893: Senator W. V. Allen on the silver
purchase clause of the Sherman Act, 14
hours.

1914;: Senator T. E. Burton on the
river and harbor bill, 12 hours and 10
minutes.

1915: Senator Reed Smoot on the ship
purchase bill, 11 hours, 25 minutes.

1915: Senator W. L. Jones on the ship
purchase bill, 13 hours, 55 minutes.

1918: Senator Robert La Follette, Sr.,
on the National Banking Act, 18 hours,
23 minutes.

Up to the time the Senator from
Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER] spoke Senator
La Follette held the record.

1935: Senator Huey Long on the ex-
tension of the NRA, 15 hours, 35 minutes.

1938: Senator ErLENDER on the anti-
Iynching bill, 25 hours.

The following are some examples of
how long major filibusters have lasted:

1879: For repeal of certain election
laws, 12 days.

1890: For force bill (election laws),
29 days.

1914: Antitrust bill, 21 days.

1914: Panama Canal toll on coastwise
shipping, 31 days.

1914: River and harbor bill, 32 days.

1915: Ship purchase bill, 23 days.

In 1942 and again in 1844 there were
filibusters against the anti-poll-tax bill
in the Senate. In this case, as it was with
the antilynching bill and as it is now with
the FEPC, southern Senators were fight-
ing against the invasion of the rights of
the sovereign States. Passage of the so-
called anti-poll-tax hill, which inciden-
1ally is sponsored by practically the same
pressure groups and organizations who
are now urging passage of the FEPC,
would destroy the dual system of consti-
tutional government in this Nation,
strike down the franchise laws of some
of the sovereign States, and prepare the
way for an all-powerful bureaucratic
government on the banks of the Potomac.
Without the weapon of the filibuster,
there is no doubt that the unconstitu-
tional, un-American bill would have
passed.

Again, during the filibuster against the
anti-poll-tax bill, the Senate refused to
invoke cloture and cut off debate.

The filibuster is a great saving to the
people. As I stated the other day, I
threatened a 30-day filibuster, filibus-
tered for 2 days, and saved the taxpayers
$500,000,000 on the land-grant railroad
bill. I am prepared to make the state-
ment that I hope to save them $4,400,-
000,000 when it is proposed to take that
much money out of the pockets of the
American taxpayers and lend it to Great
Britain, which will mean that we must
lend Russia $6,000,000,000; France will
have to have two or three billion dollars;
Belgium will have to have some, and all
the cther European countries will want
loans. I am willing to be a cousin to the
British. I am in favor of the good-
neighbor policy. I am pro-British, but
I am tired of the idea of being a Santa
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Claus to the British, and I am ready to
filibuster if I can get some help.

There have been few cloture rules of
any type adopted by the United States
Senate. The Senate has always cher-
ished and protected the right of freedom
of debate. It is safe to say that had it
not been for conditions during the peril-
ous days of World War I we would have
had no clofure rule in the Senate today.
In order that we may understand the
present-day rule and the background for
it, I should like to refer to a historical
analysis entifled “Legislative History of
Cloture Rules in the Senate.”

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield to me?

Mr. BILBO. I am glad to yield.

Mr. HATCH. The Senator has just
made an observation which it seems to
me is a threat—namely, that he intends
to engage in a filibuster when the British
loan bill comes before the Senate.

Mr. BILBO. If it is necessary.

Mr, HATCH. I merely wish to say this
to the Senator: Some peoplc have sym-
pathized with fights which were made
when certain rights were being invaded.
But if the Senator from Mississippi or
any other Senator uses the weapon of
filibuster indiscriminately and on every
occasion, simply because he can talk
without limit, he will find that the Senate
will rise up, and that the right of free
and unlimited debate will be destroyed
in the Senate of the United States.

Mr. BILBO. With all due deference
to the Senator from New Mexico, when
the Senator from Mississippi needs a
father to advise him he will be glad to
put the Senator from New Mexico on his
pay roll.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr, BILBO. I yleld.

Mr. HATCH. The Senator engages in
threats to the Senate on many occasions,
and I think it is high time that he seek
some advice, fatherly or otherwise.

Mr. BILBO. I would not go to New
Mexico to get it.

I have a right to express my views
about the $4,400,000,000 loan., If the
Senator from New Mexico wishes to let
the British have it, when we all know
that they do not mean to pay back a cent
of it, that is his business. If we have
that much money to throw away, why not
spend it on the GI boys? Let us spend
it on our own people. We have poor peo-
ple all over the country who need the
money. If the Senator wishes to spend
it in the way which is proposed, it is his
right to support such a measure. How-
ever, I do not take that position; and if
I wish to announce that I am ready to
fight until hell freezes over, that is my
business.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, will the
Senafor yield?

Mr. BILBO. No: I will not yield fur-
ther to the Senator.

Mr, President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the Recorp at this
point as a part of my remarks a histor-
ical analysis entitled “Legislative His-
tory of Cloture Rules in the Senate.” If
is very brief, but it is a part of this dis-
cussion, and I should like to make it a
part of my remarks.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from Mississippi?

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, reserving
the right to object, I am sorry that I
did not hear the request of the Senator
from Mississippi. Will he repeat his re-
quest?

Mr. BILEO. I asked unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the Recorp at
this point as a part of my remarks a his-
torical statement with regard to cloture
rules in the Senate. I wish to make it a
part of my remarks.

 Mr. MORSE.. I should be very much
interested to hear it read. I object.

Mr. BILBO. Evidently the Senator
was not listening, or he would have heard
what I said about it. Why does not the
Senator frankly say that he wishes to
make me read it? The Senator does not
wish to hear it. I do not believe the Sen-
ator has ever read it. Perhaps 1 had
better read it for his benefit.

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY OF CLOTURE RULES IN THE
SENATE
INTRODUCTION

In 1604, the practice of limiting debate In
some form was introduced in the British
Parllament by Sir Henry Vane. It became
known in parlismentary procedure as the
“previous question™ and is described in sec-
tion 34 of Jefierson's Manual of Parliamén-
tary Practice, as follows:

*When any question is before the House,
any Member may move a previous question,
whether that question (ealled the main ques-
tion) shall now be put. If it pass in the af-
firmative, then the main question is to be
put immediately, and no man may speak
anything further to it, either to add or alter.”

In 1778, the Journals of the Continental
Congress also show that the “previous ques-
tion" was used. Section 10 of the Rules of
the Continental Congress reading: “When a
question is before the House no motion shall
be received unless for an amendment, for the
previous guestion, to postpone the consid-
eration of the main question, or to commit
it.” In the British Parllament and the Con-
tinental Congress the “previous question’
‘was not used to llmit debate but to avoid a
vote on a given subject.

“PREVIOUS QUESTIONS" IN THE SENATE

1789: At the establishment of our Govern-
ment, debate was practically unlimited in the
Senate, “the restraints placed upon it being
slight and seldom enforced. They were
that no motion should be debated until
seconded, that the decision of all guestions
of order should be made by the President
without debate, and that no Member should
speak more than twice in any one debate on
the same day without leave of the Senate.”
‘The previous question was provided for in
the first Senate rules found in the annals of
the First Congress, from 1789 to 1791, Rules
8, 9, and 11 related to the “previous gues-
tion,"” but was rarely used. Like the prece-
dents for the rule in the British Parliament
and the Continental Congress, when it was
used In the early days of the Senate, it did
not limit debate, but avoided a vote on a
given subject. The “previous guestion” was
debatable and was used in both legislative
and executive sessions and in the trial of im-
peachments, but not on amendments, or in
the Committee of the Whole.

1806: On March 26, 1808, when the Senate
rules were revised, the reference to the
“previous question” was omitted, but in that
year also debate upon a motion for adjourn-
ment was forbidden,

1807: In the following year, 1807, debate
on an amendment at the third reading of a
bill was also forbidden ahd from this time
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until 1840 there was no further limitations
on debate in the Senate.

1841: On July 12, 1841, Henry Clay brought
forth a proposal for the introduction of the
“previous question,” which he stated was
necessary by the abuse which the minority
had made of the unlimited privilege of de-
bate.

Henry became a little impatient.

In opposing Clay's motion, Semator Cal-
houn said, “There never had been a body in
this or any other country in which, for such
a length of time, so much dignity and de-
corum of debate had been maintained.”
Clay’s proposition met with very considerable
opposition and was abandoned.

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENTS

1847: In 1847, in the Twenty-ninth Con-
gress, the custom of securing unanimous-
consent agreements for the limitation of de-
bate was first established. The motion for
unanimous consent was then used to induce
the minority in the Senate to fix a day for a
vote on the Oregon bill, which had been de-
bated for 2 months.

1850: On July 27, 1850, Senator Douglas
submitted a resolution permitting the use
of the previous question. The resolution was
debated, and laid on the table after consider-
able opposition had been expressed.

1862: As the business to be transacted by
the Senate increased, proposals to limit de-
bate were introduced frequently in the fol-
lowing Congresses, but none were adopted
until the Civil War. On January 21, 1862,
Senator Wade—

I believe he was from Ohio—

introduced a resolution stating that “in con-
sideration in secret sesslon of subjects relat-
ing to the rebellion, debate should be con-~
fined to the subject matter and limited to 6
minutes, except that 5 minutes be allowed
any Member to explain or oppose a pertinent
amendment.” On January 20, 1862, the
resolution was debated and adopted.

1868: In 1868 a rule was adopted providing
that: “Motions to take up or proceed to the
consideration of any question shall be de-
termined without debate, upon the merits of
the question proposed to be considered.”
The cbject of this rule, according to Senator
Edmunds, was to prevent a practice which
had grown up in the Senate, “when a question
was pending, and a Senator wished to de-
liver a speech on some other question, to
move to postpone the pending order to de-
liver their speech on the other question.”
According to Mr., Turnbull the cbject of the
rules was to prevent the consumption of time
in debate over business to be taken up. The
rule was interpreted as preventing debate on
the merits of a question when a proposal to
postpone it was made.

1869: A resolution pertaining to the adop-
tion of the previous question was introduced
in 1869, and three other resolutions limiting
debate in some form were intrcduced in the
first half of 1870.

THE ANTHONY RULE

1870: On December 6, 1870, in the third
session of the Forty-first Congress, Senator
Anthony, of Rhode Island, introduced the
following resolution: “On. Monday next, at 1
o'clock, the Senate will proceed to the con-
sideration of the Calendar and bills that
are mot objected to shall be taken up in
their order; and each Senator shall be en-
titled to speak once and for 5 minutes, only,
on each question; and this order shall be
enforced daily at 1 o'clock till the end of
the Calendar s reached, unless upon mo-
tion, the Senate should at any time other-
wise order.” On the following day, Decem-
ber 7, 1870, the resolution was adopted. This
sp-called Anthony rule for the expedition
of business was the most important limita-
tlon of debate yet adopted by the Senate.
The rule was interpreted as placing no re-
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straints upon the minority, however, ings-
much as & single objection could prevent
its application to the subject under con-
sideration. 7

1871: On February 22, 1871, another Im-
portant motion was adopted which had been
introduced by Senator Pomeroy and which
allowed amendments to appropriation bills
to be laid on the table without prejudice to
the bill.

1872: On April 19, 1872, a resolution was
introduced, “that during the remainder of
the session it should be in order, in the con-
sideration of appropriation bills, to move to
confine debate by any Senator, on the pend-
ing motion to 5 miuutes.” On April 29,
1872, this resolutlon was finally adopied, 33
yeas to 13 nays. The necessity for some lim-
itation of debate to expedite action on these
annual supply measures caused the adop-
tion of similar resolutions at most of the
succeeding sessions of Congress.

1873: On March 1873, SBenator Wright sub-
mitted a resolution reading in part that
debate shall be confined to and be relevant
to the subject matter before the Benate,
etc., and that the previous guestion may
be demanded by a majority vote or in some
modified form: On a vete in the Senate
to consider this resolution the nays were 30
and the yeas 25.

1880: From 1873 to 1880 nine other resolu-
tions were introduced confining and limiting
dekate in some form. On February 3, 1880,
in the second session of the Forty-sixth Con-
gress, the famous Anthony rule, which was
first adopted on December 7, 1870, was made
a standing rule of the Senate as rule VIII.
In explaining the rule Senator Anthony said:
“That rule applies only to the unobjected
cases on the calendar, so as to relieve the
calendar from the unobjected cases. There
are a great many bills that no Senator objects
to, but they are kept back in their order by
disputed cases. If we once relieve the calen-
dar of unobjected cases, we can go through
with it in order without limitation of debate.
That is the purpose of the proposed rule. It
has been applied In several sessions and has
been found to work well with the general
appprobation of the Senate.”

AMENDMENTS TO ANTHONY RULE

1881: On February 16, 1881, a resolution to
amend the Anthony rule was introduced.
This proposed to require the objection of at
least five Senators to pass over a bill on the
calendar. The resolution was cbjected to as
a form of “previous question,” and defeated.
Senator Edmunds, in opposing the resolution,
sald; “I would rather not a single bill shall
pass between now and the 4th day of March
than to introduce Into this body, which is
the only one where there is free debate and
the only one which can under its rules dis-
cuss fully. I think it is of greater importance
to the public interest in the long run and in
the short run that every bill on your calendar
should fail than that any Senator should be
cut off from the right of expressing his opin-
don * * * upon every measure that is to be
voted upon here.”

1882: On February 27, 1882, the Anthony
rule was amended by the Senate, so that if
the majority decided to take up a bill on the
calendar after objection was made, that then
the ordinary rules of debate without limita-
tion would apply. The Anthony rule could
only work when there was no objection what-
ever to any bill under consideration. When
the regular morning hour was not found suf-
ficlent for the consideration of all unohjected
cases on the calendar, special times were
often set aside for the consideration of the
calendar under the Anthony rule.

1882: On March 15, 1882, a rule was con-
sldered whereby “a vote to lay on the table
a proposed amendment shall not carry with
it the pending measure.” In reference to
this rule Senator Hoar (Massachusetts, R.),
sald: “Under the present rule, it is in the
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power of a single member of the Senate to
compel practically the Senate to discuss any
question whether it wants to or not and
whether it be germane to the pending meas-
ure or not. * * * This proposed amend-
ment to the rules simply permits, after the
mover of the amendment, who, of course, has
the privilege, in the first place, has made his
speech, a majority of the Senate, if it sees
fit, to dissever that amendment from the
pending measure and to require it to be
brought up separately at some other time or
not at all,” This proposed rule is now rule
XVII, of the present standing rules of the
Eenate.

1883: On December 10, 1883, Senatof Frye,
of Maine, chairman of the Committee on
Rules, reported a general revision of the Sen-
ate rules. This revision included a provi-
slon for the “previous question.” Amend-
ments in the Senate struck this provision
out.

ADOPTION OF PRESENT RULES

1884: On January 11, 1884, the present Sen-
ate Rules were revised and adopted,

On March 19, 1884, two resolutions intro-
duced by Senator Harris were considered and
agreed to by the Senate, as follows:

1. “That the eighth rule of the Senate be
amended by adding thereto: ‘All motions
made before 2 o'clock to proceed to the con-
sideration of any matter shall be determined
withoat debate.' "

2. "That the tenth rule of the Senate be
amended by adding thereto: ‘And all mo-
tions to change such order or to proceed to
the consideration of other business shall be
decided without debate.’”

Now I wish to make some observations.

The first of the two rules I have just
read is the one under which we are now
operating. It is part of rule VIII, and
reads as follows:

All motions made before 2 o'clock to pro-
ceed to the consideration of any matter shall
be determined without debate.

Mr. President, I myself think that is
a horrible rule. I think it is wrong, and
I think it should be changed. If the Sen-
ate takes a recess one evening, when it
meets the next day a motion to take up
a bill is debatable. But if the Senate
adjourns at the end of one day and meets
the next day at noon, if a Senator then
moves, between the hours of 12 and 2,
to take up a bill, the motion is not de-
batable,

Now I read further from the article
entitled “Legislative History of Cloture
Rules in the Senate:

From this time until 1890 there were 15
different resolutions introduced to amend
the Senate rules as to limitations on debate,
all of which falled of adoption.

1890: On. December 20, 1890, Senator
Aldrich introduced a cloture resolution in
connection with Lodge's force bill, which
was being fililbustered against. The resolu-
tion read, in part, as follows: “When any
bill, resolution, or other question shall have
been under consideration for a considerable
time, it shall be in order for any Senator to
demand that debate thereon be closed. On
such demand no debate shall be in order, and
pending such demand no other motion, ex-
cept one motion to adjourn, shall be made.”
There were five test votes on the cloture
proposal which “commanded various majori-
ties, but in the end it could not be carried
in the Senate because of a fillbuster against
it which merged into a filibuster on the
force bill.”

1893: In 1893 nine resolutions were intro-
duced limiting debate, but none of them
were passed.

1911: April 6, 1911, Senator Root, of New
York, submitted a resolution requesting the
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Committee on Rules to suggest an amend-
ment to the Senate rules whereby the Senate
could obtain more effective control over its
procedure. No action was taken on the res-
olution.

1915: February 8, 1915, Senator Reed, of
Missouri, introduced a resolution to amend
rule XXIT whereby debate on the ship pur-
chase bill, “S. 6845 shall cease, and the Sen-
ate shall proceed to vote thereon * * *”
The resolution did not pass in this session,

1916: From December 1915 to September 8,
1916, the first or long session of the Sixty-
fourth Congress, there were five resolutions
introduced to amend rule XXII. The reso-
lutions acted upon were Senate Resolution
131 and Senate Resolution 149, On May 186,
1916, the Committee on Rules reported out
favorably Senate Resoiution 195 as a substi-
tute for Senate Resolution 131 and Senate
Resolution 149, which had been referred to it,
and submitted a report (No. 447). The
resolution was debated but did not come to
a vote.

1917: March 4, 1917, President Wilson made
a speech in which he referred to the armed
ship bill, defeated by filibustering. The
President said in part: “The Senate has no
rules by which debate can be limited or
brought to an end, no rules by which de-
bating motions of any kind can be pre-
vented. * * * The Senate of the United
States is the only legislative body in the
world which cannot act when its majority is
ready for action. * * * The only remedy
is that the rules of the Ssenate shall be
altered that it can act.” (See Washington
Post, March 5, 1917.)

1917: On Marth 5, 1917, the Senate was
called in extraordinary session by the Presi-
dent hecause of the failure of the armed ship
bill in the Sixty-fourth Congress,

AMENDMENT TO RULE XXII

On March 7, 1917, Senator Walsh, of Mon-
tana, Democrat, introduced a cloture reso-
lution (S. Res, 5) authorizing a committee
to draft a substitute for rule XXII, limiting
debate. Senator Martin also introduced a
resolution amending rule XXII similar to
5. 195, favorably reported by the Committee
on Rules in the Sixty-fourth Congress. The
Martin resolution was debated at length and
adopted March 8, 1917, 76 yeas, 3 nays, as
the present amendment to rule XXII.

That is when the Senate surrendered
in part its right to be a forum in which
it was possible to have free and unlimited
debate and discussion on legislative
matters.

I read further:

1918: On May 4, 1918, Senator Underwood
introduced a resolution (8. Res. 235) further
amending rule XXII, reestablishing the use
of the “previous question” and limiting de-
bate during the war period.

On May 31, 1918, the Committee on Rules
favorably reported out Senate Resolution 235
with a report (No. 472).

June 3, 1918, the Senate debated the reso-
lution and Senator Borah offered an amend-
ment.

June 11, 1918, the Senate further debated
the resclution and unanimous agreement was
reached to vote on the measure.

June 12, 1918, the resolution was further
amended, by Senator Cummins.

June 13, 1918, the Senate rejected the reso
lution, nays, 41; and yeas, 34. (See Con-
GRESSIONAL RECORD, June 13, 1918, p. 7728.)

1921: From March 4, 1921, to March 4, 1923,
during the sixty-seventh Congress, five reso-
lutions were introduced to limit debate in
some form. These were referred to the Com-
mittee on Rules.

1922: On November 20, 1922, upon the oe-
casion of the famous fillbuster against the
Dyer antilynching bill, a point of order was
raised by the Republican floor leader agalnst
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the methods of delay employed by the ob-
structionists which, had the Chalr sustained
it, would have established a significant prece-
dent in the Senate as it did in the House.
The incident occurred as follows:

Immediately upon the convening of the
Senate, the leader of the fillbuster made a
motion to adjourn, Mr. Curtis made the
point of order that under rule III no motion
was in order until the Journal had been read,
He also made the additional point of order
that the motion to adjourn was dilatory. To
sustain his point, Mr. Curtis said, “I know we
have no rule of the Senate with reference to
dilatory motions. We are a legislative body,
and we are here to do business and not to
retard business. It is a well-stated prineciple
that in any legislative body where the rules
do not cover questions that may arise gen-
eral parllamentary rules must apply.

“The same question was raised in the House
of Representatives when they had no rule on
the question of dilatory motions. It was
submitted to the Speaker of the House, Mr.
Reed. Mr, Speaker Reed held that, notwith-
standing there was no rule of the House
upon the question, general parliamentary law
applled, and he sustained the point of order.”
(See Hind's Precedents, p. 358.)

The Vice President sustained Mr. Curtis’
first point of order in regard to rule III, but
did not rule on the point that the motion
was dilatory.

1826: On March 4, 1925, the Vice Presi-
dent, Charles G. Dawes, delivered his inau-
gural address to the Senate, in which he
recommended that debate be further limited
in the Senate,

On March b, 1925, Senator Underwood in-
troduced the following cloture resolution
(8. Res. 3) embodying the Vice President's
recommendation on further limitation of
debate, which was referred to the Committee
on Rules:

“Resolved, That the rules of the Senate be
amended by adding thereto, in lieu of the
rule adopted by the Senate for the limitation
of debate on March 8, 1917, the following:

“1. There shall be a motion for the pre-
vious question which, being ordered by a
majority of Senators voting, if a quorum
be present, shall have the effect to cut off
all debate, and bring the Senate to a direct
vote upon the immediate question or ques-
tions on which it has been asked and ordered.
The previous question may be asked and
ordered upon a single motlon, a serles of
motions allowable under the rules, or an
amendment or amendments, or may be made
to embrace all authorized motions or amend-
ments and include the bill to its passage
or rejection. It shall be in order, pending the
motion for, or after previous question shall
have been ordered on its passage, for the pre-
siding officer to entertain and submit a mo-
tion to commit, with or without instructions,
to a standing or select committee.

“2, All motions for the previous question
shall, before being submitted to the Senate,
be seconded by a majority by tellers if de-
manded.

“3. When a motion for the previous gues-
tion has been seconded, i1t shall be in order,
before final vote is taken thereon, for each
Senator to debate the proposition to be voted
for 1 hour.”

Other resolutions introduced In the first
session of the Sixty-ninth Congress limiting
debate were Senate Resolution 256, Senate
Resolution 225, Senate Resolution 217, SBenate
Resolution 59, Senate Resolution 77, Senate
Resolution 76, which were also referred to
the Committee on Rules.

Mr. President, for the information and
convenience of the Senate, I wish to have
printed at this point in the Recorp the
new part’ of rule XXII of the Senate,
and I ask to have it printed at this point
in the REcORD as a part of my remarks,
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There being no objection, the part of
rule XXII referred to was ordered to be
printed in the REecorp, as follows:

If at any time a motion, signed by 16
Senators, to bring to a close the debate upon
any pending measure Is presented to the
Benate, the Presiding Officer shall at once
state the motion to the Senate, and 1 hour
after the Senate meets on the following cal-
endar day but one, he shall lay the motion
before the Senate and direct that the Sec-
retary call the roll, and, upon the ascertain-
ment that a quorum is present, the Presiding
Officer shall, without debate, submit to the
Senate by an aye-and-nay vote the question:

“Is it the sense of the Senate that the
debate shall be brought to a close?”

And if that question shall be decided in
the affirmative by a two-thirds vote of those

1 As amended, Senate Journal 234, 64th
Cong., 24 sess., March 8, 1917.
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voting, then said measure shall be the un-
finished business to the exclusion of all other
business until disposed of. r
Thereafter no Senator shall be entitled to
speak in all more than 1 hour on the pending
measure, the amendments thereto, and mo-
tions affecting the same, and it shall be the
duty of the Presiding Officer to keep the time
of each BSenator who speaks. Except by
unanimous eonsent, no amendment shall be
in order after the vote to bring the debate to
a close, unless the,same has been presented
and read prior to that time. No dilatory
motion, or dilatory amendment, or amend-
ment not germane shall be in order. Points
of order, including questions of relevancy,
and appeals from the decision of the Presid-
ing Officer, shall be decided without debate,

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, there has
been much discussion and criticism of
this cloture rule, and the ReEcorp shows
it has seldom been used in the Senate,

Senate votes on invoking cloture rule
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From 19819 to 1944 cloture was voted on 15
times, but it was adopted only 4 times.
Eleven times the petition to cut off debate
in the Senate of the United States was
rejected. A tabulation which I hold in
my hand shows the Senate votes on in-
voking the cloture rule. Mr. President,
I think the people of the country should
have the advantage of the information
this tabulation gives, for it shows just
how many times a motion to impose
cloture has been carried, from the adop-
tion of the rule in 1917 up to the pres-
ent time. Therefore, I ask unanimous
consent to have the tabulation included
at this point in the Recorp, as a part of
my remarks.

There being no objection, the tabula-
tion was ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

Vote CONGRESSIONAL
L RECORD

Date Congress Bession Eubject Benator offering motion Cloture

Yeas Nays | Volume Page !
Nov. 15,1919 | 66th_......- Ist...conen-| Treaty of Versailles_. Lodge 75 16 58 | R555-8556 | Yes.
Feb. 2,1821 | 66th 3d Emergency tariff. .. 3 Penrose... 36 35 0 2432 | No.
July 7,1922 | 67th 2d }‘ordnea-.’\icCumber tar MeCumbe: 45 35 62 10040 | No.
Jan. 25,1926 World Court______.____ Lenroot. .. 88 26 67 | <678-2679 | Yes.
June 1, 1926 Migratory-bird reft o Norbeck 46 33 67 10392 | No.
Feb. 15,1927 Branch banking........... Pepper 85 18 08 3824 | Yes
Feb. 26, 1927 Retirement of disabled emergeney officers of | Tyson 51 36 68 4001 | Wo.
the World War,

Bo....... Colorado River devel 32 ] 08 4000 | No.
Feb, 28,1027 Public Buildings in th 52 81 L] 4985 | No.

Do o2 -| Creation of B of C 85 Pl 68 4080 | Yes,

Prohibition.

Jan, 19,1933 { Banking Act 58 33 7 2077 | No.
Jan. 27,1938 Antilynct a7 51 83 1166 | No.
Feb. 16,1638 do.s.: 42 46 3 2007 | No.
Nov. 23,1042 Antipoll fax 87 41 8 2065 | No.
May 15, 1944 o 3 44 90 | 2550-2551 | No.

1Daily RECORD pagination.

Nore.—The cloture rule was adopted Mar, 8, 1817, and requires & two-thirds vote in the afirmative of those voting.

Manual. 75th Cong., 3d sess. 8. Doc. 172. Washington. Government Printin- Office, 1935, pp. 27-28,

Mr, BILBO. Mr. President, there have
always been many oufspoken men
against any form of cloture in the United
States Senate. Discussing the limitation
of debate by revival of the use of the
“previous question,” in 1840, as proposed
by Henry Clay—the motion failed—
Senator Benton said:

Thus the firmness of the minority in the
Senate—it may be said, their courage, for
their intended resistance contemplated any °
possible extremity—saved the body from
degredation—constitutional legislation from
suppression—the liberty of speech from ex-
tinetion, and the honor of republican govern-
ment from a disgrace to which the people's
representatives are mnot subjected In any
monarchy 1h Europe. The previous question
has not been called in the British House of
Commons in 100 years—and never in the
House of Peers,

In 1914, Senator La Follette vigorously
opposed the adoption of the present clo-
ture rule, The following are his words—
and I wish to have my friend the present
Senator La FoLLETTE, of Wisconsin, read
what his father then said:

Believing that I stand for democracy, for
the liberties of the people of this country,
for the perpetuation of our free institutions,
I shall stand while I am a Member of this
body against any cloture that denies free and
unlimited debate.

Mr. President, the liberals and pro-
gressives should listen to the father of all
of them, Yet, some of them are saying

that filibustering is outrageous and dis-
graceful and a waste of the people’s
money and the people’s time, and all that.
I believe I had better read those words
again:

Believing that I stand for democracy, for
the liberties of the people of this country,
for the perpetuation of our free institutions,
I shall stand while I am a Member of this
body against any cloture that denies free and
unlimited debate.

That is the cloture rule.
La Follette also said:

Sir, the moment that the majority im-
poses the restriction contained in the pend-
ing rule, that moment you will have dealt &
blow to liberty, you will have broken down
one of the greatest weapons against wrong
and oppression that the Members of this
body possess.

That is why I was cautioning some of
the people of New York. They had bet-
ter help me kill this cloture business,
because some day they will want to keep
those of us from down South from in-
voking cloture against them.

I read further from the words of the
late Senator La Follette:

He championed the constitutional right
®= * * reposed in a Member of this body to
halt a Congress or a session on a piece of leg-
islation Which may undermine the liberties
of the people and be in violation of the Con-
stitution which Senators have sworn to sup-

port.

Senator

Eenate rule XXII, U. 8. Congress. Senate. Senate

Some persons do not seem to realize
that Senators take an oath when they
become Members of this body.

Although the cloture rule adopted in
1917 has seldom been used, there have
been movements since that time to fur-
ther limit debate in the United States
Senate. In 1925, Vice President Dawes
advocated in his inaugural address that
there be placed further limitation on de-
bate in the Senate. His proposal, which
provided for a strict form of cloture,
caused much discussion but was never
adopted.

Mr. Dawes was a very fine business-
man, but he was not versed in the science
of government. He was just here, that
is all.

I have before me an article on this pro-
posal which is of special interest, and
which presents many favorable argu-
ments for unlimited debate, as well as a
number of statements from outstanding
Senators who opposed the suppression of
free and full debate in the Senate. The
author is Lynn Haines and his article en-
titled “The A B C of Cloture for the Sen-
ate” appeared in the publication The
Searchlight on Congress in May 1925.

Mr. President, I wish to invite atten-
fion of the Senate to statements which
have been made by outstanding citizens
and former Members of tais body on the
question of cloture. Let us consider a
statement which was made by the late
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Senator Borah, of Idaho. Senator Borah
summed up the matter in these words:

I do not know what changes Vice President
Dawes proposes with reference to the Senate
rules, I have not seen any statement which
he has made indicating just what he has in
mind. In a general way it seems that he
would adopt strict cloture. I am opposed to
cloture in any form.

This is Senator Borah speaking:

I have never known a good measure killed
by a filibuster or a debate. I have known of
a vast number of bad measures, unrighteous
measures, which could not have been killed
in any other way except through long dis-
,cussion and debate. There is nothing In
which sinister and croocked interests, seek-
ing favorable legislation, are ruore inter-
ested right now than in cuiting off dizcus-
sien in Washington. If they can succeed In
reducing the situation to a point where they
only have to see one or two men, either to
put through or kill a measure, they are mas-
ters of the situation. I am opposed to it in
any shape or form.

Mr. President, I have read from a
statement by the late Senator Borah, of
Idaho. He has since passed to his re-
ward. He was one of the outstanding
Members of this body. He was respected
by every Member of the Senate, regard-
less of whether they were Democrais or
Republicans. Senator Borah was an in-
~dependent thinker. He was a great con-
stitutional lawyer. He was a greal
statesman and was always looking ahead
in the interests of the people. He said
that under no condition would ke ever
vote for cloture. I will reread a part of
his statement. He said:

If they can succeed in reducing tha situa-
tion o a point where they only have to see one
or two men either to put through or kill a
measure, they are masters of the situation. I
am opposed to it in any shape or form.

In other words, Senator Borah's idea
was that if there were a desire that the
‘Senate pass a certain bill, the majority of
the Senators should be convinced of its
merits. He believed that it should not
be possible to go to the White House, for
example, and get Harry Truman to pass
a bill. He believed that it should not
be possible for proponents of a bill to see,
for example, the majority leader of the
Senate, who is now the Senator from
Kentucky [Mr. Bargrey] and invoke his
aid. He alone cannot pass the bill
Neither can the minority leader, the
Senator from Maine [Mr. WarTe]l. Mr,
President, what this body needs is more
independent thought and action. When
the Senate exercises those prerogatives,
service will be given to the people, and
their rights will be protected. In politics,
Senator Borah was a Republican. -

Mr. President, let us see what Senator
Couzens of Michigan had to say on the
same subject.

While I am a comparatively new Member
and not a good parliamentarian, it seems to
me that rule XXII, as amended March 8,
1017, is sufficient cloture.

It will be seen that Senator Couzens
was referring to Mr. Dawes’ suggestion
to revolutionize the rules of the Senate.

When the Importance of the occaslon

seems to demand if, all that has to be done
is: Sixteen Senators making such a motion,
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same being approved by two-thirds of the
Senate, they can prevent a fillbuster., Two-
thirds of the Senate should be required, oth-
erwise the majority might ride rough-shod
over the minority at any time,

Mr. Dawes has not pointed out any real
injury that has occurred to the country be-
cause of the rules he complains about. I

“would be interested in specific information of

the damage thgt has been done.

Mr. President, I merely wanted to
bring out that one point. Mr. Dawes did
not show that any great harm had been
done, or that any great need existed for
a change in the Senate rules. He wanted
merely to railroad through a change in
the rules.

A bill is now pending before the Senate.
I am afraid to say what should be done
about it, because I might offend the Sen-
ator from New Mexico who is not, by the
way, now present in the chamber.

The railroads are sponsoring a bill
which is known in the South as the Bul-
winkle bill, It is now pending before a
Senate committee. The railroads would
rather have that bill enacted into law
than any bill which they have ever spon-
sored before the Congress, because it is a
bill to bathe them, and wash them, and
do other things which would be in viola-
tion of the antitrust laws. There is no
doubt about it; they would like to have
the bill enacted into law. At some time
in the future, before it becomes a law, I
will talk about it more at length.

Here is a statement which was made by
the present President pro tempore of the
Senate, the distinguished Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. McKeLLar]. He said:

I have served nearly 8 years in the House
and more than 8 years in the Senate. I am
familiar with the rules of both bodles. I be-
lieve the present rules of the Senate make
for greater eficiency, make for better legisla-
tion, make for the better carrying out of the
people’s will than do the rules of the House.
In the House, the previous question can be
called for at any time, debate stopped, and a
vote had. In other words, the party in power
can pass any measure without debate and
without publiec serutiny. It is well to know
that many bills are thus passed in the House,
I do not believe that this unlimited right of
cloture is best for the public weal. As a
matter of fact, all of the legislation in the
House is agreed upon by & few men oceupying
leading positions in the House, and the great
body of Members is denied freedom of speech
and action. All they can do is to get leave
to print in the Recorp.

I say this not in eriticism of the House or
any of its Members, for I have served in the
House and enjoyed my service, and its mem-
bership is of the highest character and gual-
ity of statesmanship, But, when a bill gets
to the BSenate, the situation is entirely
changed. No bill can get through the Senate
until it has undergone a season in the lime-
light. Any oune of the 86 SBenators can speak
on it, hold it up to the public gaze, dissect it.
and scrutinize it. If it 1s a bad bill, the pub-
He knows it. It cannot be put through in
star-chamber proceedings. Secrecy is not
the rule in the Senate, not even in executive
session. Nor ean one man hold up legisla-
tion indefinitely, as has been erroneously
stated.

Of course, no one can make a statement of
that kind who is famillar with the rules of
the Benate. The present rules provide that
16 Senators can bring a measure to a vote at
any time they petition the Vice President to
that end. A vote can be had the next day,
and debate can be limited at the same time,
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Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield.

Mr. BILBO., 1 yield.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Does the Senator be-
lieve that merely because 16 Members
of this body may petition for cloture,
that that alone would result in an ex-
pression of the majority rule of the Sen-
ate? Is it not true that a two-thirds
vote of the Senate would be required in
order to make it effective?

Mr. BILEO. Yes; and sometimes two-
thirds of the Senate might be wrong.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Yes; but cloture would
give eventually to the majority a chance
to express its opinion.

Mr. BILBO. I think that time should

‘be the only treatment to give to bad leg-

islation, and therefore I am opposed to
cloture.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Then the Senator is
wrong when he states that no one can
stop a vofe in the Senate.

Mr. BILBO. I was reading what had
been said by the Senator from Ten-
nessee.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Oh, the Senator is
reading what the Senator from Tennes-*
see has said.

Mr. BILBO, Oh, yes.

Mr, CHAVEZ. And the Senator from
Mississippi does not agree with it,

Mr. BILBO, No. I am not so easily
led.

Senator Thaddeus Caraway, of Ar-
kansas, also made statements to that ef-
fect, and I shall be glad to include all
those statements in the Recorp as a part
of my remarks, because they are very in-
formative to the Senate and to the coun-
try. I am making these remarks more
for the purpose of setting the country
right on the question of cloture than for
any other purpose.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from Mississippi?

There being no objection, the matters
were ordered to be printed in the REec-
orp, as follows:

Vice President Dawes has made and is mak-
ing a vicious assault upon the rules of the
Benate.

The objective of the Dawes attack is a more
arbitrary exercise of cloture.

Cloture means the power to stop discus-
slon.

It means not only the power to stop dis-
cussion, but also the power to prevent amend-
ments.

Such powers always gravitate into the
hands of a dominant group, usually a very
small number of Members.

Strict cloture, such as the House has, in-
variably and inevitably operates to set up
a boss system. It has no other purpose,
and can have no other result.

Cloture would establish an absolute boss
control of the Senate, nullifying deliberation
as completely as that is possible.

In this respect the Senate would become
like the House, with both branches sinking
far below the present level of either.

A machme cannot exist without cloture, or
gag rules. Given a drastic control over
debate and amendments, a few leaders at-
tain dominance. Their program, whatever it
is, can easily be carried out. and any other
as readily be defeated.

Instead of stating this erucial truth about
the real objects of cloture, Dawes has ad-
vanced two excuseg for his advocacy of a
gag-rule system, both fallacious, and cam-
ouflaged to attract the unthinking.
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‘He professes to seek cloture as a cure for
the filibuster. The present rule XXII pro-
vides adequately against filibusters, so far
as that practice can be or should be elim-
inated without recourse to fundamental rem-
edies, such as abolishing the short session
and removing the causes of congestion.

He raises the issue of minority strength
under freedom of debate, whereas cloture
would at once place czaristic power in an
even smaller number of machine leaders,
with none of the safeguards of discussion. If
the Dawz2s contention were carried to its
loglcal conciusion, a dominant minority of
party bosses would be supreme, and all in-
dependence, all real deliberation, would dis-
appear,

The demand for cloture always comes (as

in this case), not from within the Senate,
but is sponsored by executive influences,
because—
" Cloture for the Senate would establish an
administration machine and invest it with
‘boes power to determine every issue. It
would mean executive domination of the
legislative branch of the Government.

That is the nub of the whole matter,

Throughout the world today there is a
rapidly moving tendency to discredit and
diminish the powers of parliaments. The in-
tent and results of this are obvious. Every

“successful assault upon the lawmaking
branch of government is attended by a shift-
ing of prestige and privilege, both political
and economic, to thase on the executive side.

Regardless of the form or occasion of these
attacks upon parliamentary bodies, whether
the Immediate objective be bolshevism,
fasclsm, bureaucracy, or boss ascendency,
the sequel is inevitably a dangerous develop-
ment toward a personal ‘dictation of public
affairs. It is a harking back to the dark days
of kingeraft. It means, in America at least,
the most menzacing of all perversions—that
politicians shall be given every opportunity
to bscome despotic, with no functioning
agency of checks and balances.

Here the movement has progrezsed to a
point where but a single obstacle stands out
against the absolutism of ruling class power.
Administration predominance is already
established in all flelds save one—the Na-
tional Legislature. There executive domina-
tion is hindered solely by the fact that its
traditional freedom of debate renders the
Senate uncontrollable.

Cloture would change all that. It would
remove the last obstruction to hossism
throughout the public affairs of the Republic,

The Dawes proposal, therefore, brings us
faca to face with the final test of whether or
not cur represenfative system is to endure,
The issue cannot be camoufiaged to hide the
hideous truth. Cloture for the Sanate would
mean abject, boss-controlled subserviency on
the part of the lawmaking branch. Instead
of a government “deriving its powers from
the consent of the governed,” it would com-
pletely be malformed into a perpetual con-
dition whereby “the consent of the govern-
ors"” would prevail.

The legislative branch of the Government
bas fallen far bzlow the level of safety for
American institutions, The remedy is not
further to degrade it, by destroying its last
vestige of independence, but to life it above
the bossism that already exists, to make it
less, rather than more, amenable to dictation
from other sources. ;

The American people are jealous of their
libertles. They are sound and sensible.
There is little likelihocd of a popular stam-
pede on an utterly false issue, particularly
when the proposal is ultraradical and revo-
lutionary .

Moreover, the present Senate seems cer-
tain to stand like adamant against any
abandonment of its most fundamental safe-
guard.
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Opposing Dawes, a formidable force of
thoughtful, conscientious Senators is already
in action. i

Borah, Norris, Brookhart, Couzens, and
other independent Republicans are vigor-
ously egainst a further abridgment of de-
liberation.

Moses, one of the Old Guard who doubt-
less expresses the attitude of numercus reg=-
ulars, has openly ridlculed the Dawes attack.

Robinson, the accredited ocratic lead-
er, has taken the public platform in op-
position to such a Bolshevistic change as
Dawes suggests,

tactically all of the Democratic Senators,
the entire progressive. group, and.a consid-
erable number of strict party Republicans
will be. against the Vice President. The
Dawes proposal, therefore, is foredoomed to
failure. But bscause it raises a question of
fundamental significance, one that strikes at
the very vitals of Americanism, the people
should be fully informed as to the meaning
of the controversy in all its important as-
pects.

- L] - L L]

The previous question: That is Under-
wood's idea, and his ideal, of cloture.

It is undoubtedly what the Dawes sup-
porters want in preference to any other in-
strumentality of suppression, only they have
not the fearlessness openly to advocate a
device so utterly destructive of deliberation
as this would be.

The power “to move the previous question,”
then, may fairly be stated as the objective of
the Dawes proposal. The end to be attained,
from the viewpoint of the administration
machine, is a gag-rule system. A single
change in the rules would bring about such
a system, Nothing else need be done ex-
cepting to empower the dominant leader-
ship to make a motion for the previous
question.

That, when carried, closes discussion.
What is vastly more important to the bosses,
it shuts off amendments. Whatever the par-
liamentary situation, regardiess of whether
or not a measure has been adequately de-
bated, and irrespective of the number of
Members who may desire to present amend-
ments, the adoption of a motion for the
previous question stops everything save ac-
tion upon the matter as it was pending when
the motlon was made.

The fundamental difference between the
Senate and the House lies in the fact that the
former, for more than a hundred years, has
resisted every attempt to assassinate discus-
sion through “the previous question,” while
the latter has had a boss system based upon
that mother of all gag rules.

As a result, real deliberation has prevailed
in the Senate, whereas the contrary condi-
tion of almost absolute boss control has
characterized the Houge.

Now, if the Dawes proposal, as interpreted

by Underwood, were to be effectuated, it

would degrade the Scznate as the House has
been debauched by bossism. There is no
longer any real deliberation in the House,
its consideration of the most important is-
sues s rendered worse than farcical by the
bess-controlled cloture that exists. But the
House is made to appear far less repulsive to
democracy than it actually is by the fact
that deliberation does prevail in the Senate.
To end freedom of debate in the upper body
would at once reduce both branches to a
state of servility so abject and pitiable that
the American people could not do otherwise
than lose all their faith in our representative
institutions.

A brief bit of historical review will aid us
to understand.

Years ago the parliamentary atrocities of
the House came to a climax under Speaker
Cannon. The bossism of that period proved
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so Tepulsive to the American people that
there was a political reyolution, resulting in
Democratic ascendency. =

Then, in 1911, Underwoocd became the
dominant House figure, Cannonism gave
way to Underwoodism:

Up to this time there had bzen but two
modern perliamentary methods of machine
control, One centered power in the presid-
ing officer and reached its highest develop-
ment under Cannon in the House. The other
was the floor leader system used by Aldrich
in the Scnate.

What Underwood did, in supplanting Can-
nonism; was to switch systems. The Aldrich

‘machine methods were transplanted to the

House.

Aldrich was the only boss of the Senate
who ever made even a beginning toward per-
sonal dominance in that body; yet he, nor his
‘machine, was never able to dictate excepting
when backed by an overwhelming number of
regulers, The reason is obvious—no leader,
nor any group of leaders, could control de-
bate. Real deliberation always existed in the
Senate. Therefore, even the powerful Aldrich
was impotent as a boss.

On the other hand, it was idiotically futile
to expect any improvement over Cannonism
in the House so long as cloture was a basic
feature of its procedure.

Underwoodism proved as bad, and has since

‘become ‘more viciously un-American, than

was the more direct Cannon metheds. That
is solely because “gag rules” are common to

.both .ystems,

There is the key to the whole matter—
cloture. And all that the bosses’ could ever
desire as an offensive and defensive weapon
is the power “to move the previous quastion.”

Any kind of bossism will succeed with dras-
tic cloture. No boss, or bosses, can become
or remain dominant, if denied the privilege
of “moving the previous guestion.”

It seems a safe guess that somebody
higber up, representing either the political
or the special privilege interests involved,
influenced Dawes to exercise his “hell and
Mearia” tactics on this subject.

There is an explanation of himself by
himself in Dawes’ Journal of the Great War,
as follows:

“My disregard of the conventions was
studied and with a purpose.”

In presenting his cloture issue to the ccun-
try, Dawes is disregarding more than-the
conventions. His whole argument is falsely
founded with respsct to both excuses he has
offered:

He contends that cloture would cure mi-
nority rule; the actual truth is that cloture
would enable the smallest possible number
(nc;t of Independents, but of bosses) to con-
trol.

He insists also that cloture is a remedy
for the filibuster; as a matier of fact, almost
without exception, the filibusters of the past
have been wholesomely in the public interest,
Moreover, Dawes completely ignores the
causes of filibustering, which are a congestion
of business and the short session, rather
than any failure to provide cloture. Further-
more (and of this he apparently takes no
account), the present rule XXII is adequate
at any and ell times to end a filibuster.

* L] L] * -

The other Dawes subterfuge—his com-
plaint against the existing opportunities for
a minority of independents to influence leg-
islative situations by freedom of debate—is
the vital thing.

His proposal would destroy all minority
power through discussion. It would likewise
gag the majority.

Instead of curing minority influence, as he
ignorantly and innocently imagines, cloture
would establish a regime of leadership so
small in number that it could hardly be
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called a minority. The result would be a lit-
tle coterie of bosses, with absolute dominance
in every direction.

Of course, under cloture, filibustering
would be stopped. So would all real delib-
eration be destroyed, utterly and inevitably.

In the ccmmunications from Senators,
which follow, there is proper emphasis of this
crueial fact, that cloture would invest a few
bosses with dominant power. Borah, in
particular, stresses this result. He says that
“if they [sinister and crocked Interests] can
reduce the situation to a point where they
dnly have to see one or two men, either to
put through or kill 4 measure, they are
maaters of the situation.”

Cloture always has, and always will, mean
just that-—absolute and arbitrary bossism in
the hands of the smallest possible number,

And invariably the real dominance would
originate with “the powers that be” in execu-
tive circles.

All legislative independence would disap-
pear In exact accordance with the diminish-
ment of deliberation. There would be a
machine; 1t would be an administration ma-
chine. The power of the legislative bosses
would be a puppet, pawnish power, having
its source in and about the Presidency.

The one or two Senators to be seen sbout
legislation would be all-powerful because of
their relations with the White House.

The mechanics of it are exceedingly simple.

Cloture is the foundation of machine rule,
With that foundation astablished, one or two
or three bosses can easily attain end exer-
cise supremacy. They can accomplish the
most arblirary minority rule.

The party caucus can be used, employing
the vielous principle of control through a
mejority of a majority, which means a mi-
nority of the whole membership.

A dozen different kinds of coercion are
available. The leaders are in a position to
take care of subservient members with local
legislation; patronage favors would abound
for those who proved faithful.

The A B C of cloture, then, means absolute
hoss control of the National Leglslature,
through a machine manipulated from the
outside by such political or economic in-
terests s may be dominant in the adminis-
trative field. -

Were that to be accomplished, which 1t
will not be, our whole structure of repre-
sentative Government would be weakened,
perhaps irreparably.

Dawes must pay the penalty of his advocacy
of a change so revolutionary, so deadly dan-
gerous to American institutions. He will
pass from the picture. But others will fol-
low. Cloture is so essential to the success
of selfishness that the effort to bring it about
will be continuous—so long as control of
the PFederal Government remains the
greatest mercenary prize in all the world.
Therefore, the people must never lose sight
of the certain consequences of such attempts
to degrade Congress, nor relax In thelr
vigilance against them.

A great deal should be done, not to weaken,
but to strengthen the American Congress.
Real reforms are needed, but they should all
be in the direction of greater Independence
and more deliberation,

- - L] - L]
THE ATTITUDE OF SENATORS

As a part of our effort to throw light upon
this subject, we wrote to each Member of
the Senate, asking for his view of the matter,
That letter was as follows:

“This month The Searchlight on Congress

will consider the proposal of Vice President

Dawes with reference to a cloture rule for
the Senate.

“We will greatly appreciate a statement
from you as to your opinion of such a
change, with the reasons for your attitude.”
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Congress is not in session and, of course,
Senators are widely scattered. Several are in
Europe; others vacationing er upon mis-
slons in out-of-the-way places. The re-
sponse therefore has not been general; but
a number have answered—a sufficient num-
ber to make an interesting and significant
symposium by those most concerned.

These senatorial expressions on cloture
require no comment,

BORAH SUMS IT UP

The proponents of cloture will have to
fight Borah—probably the best debater in
the Senate. There iIs no semblance of doubt
as to his opposition, nor concerning his clear-
cut conception of what it would mean to
America, He writes:

“I do not know what changes Vice Presi-
dent Dawes proposes with reference to the
Senate rules. I have not seen any statement
which he has made indicating just what he
has in mind, In a general way It seems that
he would adopt strict cloture, I am opposed
to cloture in any form. I have never known
8 geod measure killed by a filibuster or a
debate. I have known of a vast number of
bad measures, unrighteous measures, which
could not have been killed in any other way
except through long discussion and debate,
There is nothing in which sinister and
crocked Interests, seeking favorable legisla-
tion, are more interested right now than in
cutting off discussion in Washington. If
they ean succeed in reducing the situation
to a point where they only have to see one
or two men, either to put through or kill a
measure, they are masters of the situation, I
am opposed to it in any shape or form.”

COMMON SENSE FROM COUZENS

“While I am a comparatively new Member
and not a geod parliamentarian,” writes
Benator James Couzens, of Michigan, “it
seems to me that rule XXII, as amended
March 8, 1817, is sufiicient cloture (this rule
being quoted).

“When the importance of the oceasion
seems to demand it, all that has to be done
is: 16 Benators making such a motion, same
being approved by two-thirds of the Senate,
they can prevent a filibuster. Two-thirds of
the Senate should be required, otherwise the
majority might ride roughshod over the
minerity at any time.

*Mr, Dawes has not pointed out any real
ingquiry that has occurréed to the country
because of the rules he complains about, I
would be interested in specific information of
the damage that has been done.”

BROOKHART HITS THE MARK

The junior Senator from Iowa goes stralght
to the historical truth of the matter. Smith
W. Brookhart has this to say about cloture:

“1 do not think the Senate rule of unlim-
ited debate will be materially changed, It is
this rule that makes the United States Senate
the one great open legislative forum in all
the world.

“The. rule sometimes delays good legisla-
tion, but never kills it. Good legislation
always comes back, and finally wins, The
rule kills a preat deal of bad legislation.
That class of legislation which cannot stand
the light of publicity will always be killed
by uniimited debate.

“The fllibuster succeeds only at the end of
the gession or in the short session, and only
against bad legislation. It cannot succeed
agalnst legislation that has merit, although
it may postpone it to another session. I am
informed that the Senate transacts more
business with this rule of debate than the
House does with its cloture rule, and that this
is true in the whole history of the two Houses.

*“It would be well for you to check this
proposition and make an accurate statement
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of it in connection with your consideration
of the change of rule,

“Rule XXII is the bulwark of free speech
under the Constitution of the United States,
and I think there will be few Senators who
favor the change. I can understand how the
Wall Street filnancial power would want to
abolish this rule, but the American people,
when they understand the facts, will sustain
the rule.”

M'EELLAR CONTRADICTS DAWES

In a public statement, Senator EENNETH D.
McKeLLar, of Tennessee, presents interesting
comment and an analysis of the business
done by both branches, as follows:

“I have served nearly 6 years in the House
and more than 8 years in the Senate. I am
familiar with the rules of both bodies. I be-
lieve the present rules of the Senate make
for greater efficiency, make for better legis-
lation, make for the better carrying out of
the people's will than do the rules of the
House. In the House the previous question
can be called for at any time, debate stopped, .
and a vote had, In other words, the party
in power can pass any measure without de-
bate and without public serutiny. It is well
known that many bills are thus passed in
the House. I do not believe that this un-
limited right of cloture is best for the public
weal. As a matter of fact, all of the legis-
lation in the House is agreed upon by a few
men occupying leading positions in the House
and the great bedy of Members is denied
freedom of speech and action. All they can
do is to get leave to print in the Rzcoap.

“I say this not in criticism of the House
or any of its Members, for I have served in
the House and enjoyed my service, and its
membership is of the highest character and
quality of statesmanship. But, when a bill
gets to the Senate, the situation Is entirely
changed. No bill can get through the Senate
until it has undergone a season in the lime-
light. Any one of the 96 Senators can speak
on it, hold it up to the public gaze, dissect
it, and scrutinize it. If it s a bad bill, the
public knows it. It canmot be put through
in star-chamber proceedings. Secrecy s not
the rule in the Senate, not even in executive
session. Nor can one man hold up legisla-
tion indefinitely, as has been erroneously
stated.

“Of course, no oue can make a statement
of ‘that kind who is familiar with the rules
of the Senate. The present rules provide
that 16 Senators can bring a measure to a
vote at any time they petition the Vice Presi-
dent to that end. A vote can be had the next
day and debate can be limited at the same
time.

“In addition to its duties as a part of the
lawmaking branch of the Government, the
Senate also has two other most important
functions under the Constitution. The first
is, it, with the President, must enact all
treaties with forelgn nations. The second, it
must approve all of the countless thousands
of importent appointments to office made by
the President. These two functions alone are
enough to keep the Senate busy, but when,
besides these, it passed many more bills than
the House, which does not possess these nddi-
tional functions, iis efficiency is not subject
to just criticism,

*“In view of Vice President Dawes' recent
statement that the rules of the Senate were
antiguated, that the Senate does not efii-
clently transact its business, that the ruies
should be changed like those of the House
so that the business of the Government might
be efficiently transacted, before leaving Wash-
ington I had an expert to examine into the
records for the past five Congresses—10
years—to see what business the records show
the Senate had done and what business the
House had done, I present the facts, which
are as follows: .



f4th | 65th | 66th | 67th | 68th
Cong.|Cong.|Cong.|Cong.|Cong.

Number of Senate bills
introduced

1 AE S 8,334 5, 680] 5,062 4,658 4,410
Number of Senate
joint resolutions in-

i e e 221] 230| 254) 200) 183
Total bills and
joint  resolu-

tions 5,010 5 316{ 4, 048] 4, 603

Number of Senate bills
by the Ben-

e R Ll 591| 464 437 [68] TI3

Number of Eenate

joint resolutions

passed by the Ben-
[ LT R 60 65 56 £5 i
3, ost| &20| a408) 7ss| 7
Number of Senatebills 2 |
enacted into law.___.| 2£34] 152 181] 289| 378
Numbert of Senate joint
resolutions enacted

27 48 53
208] 337 <381

Number of House bills
introduced..........
Number of Honse joint
resolutions intro-
i S R SR 303| 445| 481] 466/ 385

5 i R R 21, 407|18, 634'16. 651/14, 401112, 859

Number of House bills
passed by House....| E88| 510] 460| €70 689
Numberof House joint
resolutions passed

21, 10416, 239116, 17014, 475.rl2, 474

by H it 30 52 69 o
627| 340 512| 739 723

Numberof House bills
_epacted intolaw.._.| 387 <44) 340 536 540

Number of House Joint
resolutions enacted
0 AW el e 34 - 46 58 25

421 267| 386 &94| 605

CARAWAY CHALLENGES DAWES

Thaddeus H. Caraway, the scrappy Senator
from Arkansas, does not mince matters in his
response to our inguiry. Here is what he
Bays:

“To be perfectly frank, I have been unable
to gather from the Vice President's speeches
exactly what it is he seeks. He has shown
himself so lamentably without Information
touching the rules that it is difficult to be
serious in discussing his attitude, but back
of the Vice President’s proposal is the real
interest that he consciously or unconsciously
seeks to serve. There is a demand by cer-
tain interests—and most of them sinister—to
change the S8enate rules so that legislation in
their favor and against the interests of the
majority of the people may be jammed
through Congress before an opportunity has
besn afforded to thoroughly examine and ex-
pose the purposes of the legislation. It be-
gan with the Senate’s refusal to accept the
Mellon tax plan unchanged. Back of them
there lined up every special interest that
wishes an advantage.

“The best reason, therefore, that could be
given fo refuse to change the Senate rules in
accordance with Mr. Dawes’ suggestion is that
these interests believe that it would be to
th-ir advantage. Necessarily, therefore, if it
would ke to their advantage, it would be
against the interest of the great mass of the
people.

“Dicgulse the controversy as one may seek,
and as the Vice President has tried to do, no
intelligent person need be mistaken and no
feally intelligent person fs. 1 have yet to
tome in contact with any individual who has
no interest other than the interests of other
titizens who favor the Vice President's sug-
gestion. On the other hand, I have come in
contact with no one who seeks special ad-
vantaga that is not heartily in favor of the
Vice President's suggestion.
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“I would be much pleased myself sometime
to discuss it with the Vice President before
any-audience that might care to hear it.”

AGAINST ARBITRARY CLOTURE

There is vigor and settled conviction in the
attitude of Senator Furnifold McL. Simmons,
of North Carolina, He writes:

“I am utterly opposed to Mr. Dawes’ views
on this subject. After 24 years in the Sen-
ate, I am satisfled that the rules which pre-
vent arbitrary cloture of debate have been a
great protection against ill-advised legisla-
tion and have brought about that thorough-
ness of discussion which is impossible under
the rules of procedure obtaining in the House
of Representatives. Under the present rules
of the SBenate, two-thirds of the Benate can
at any time restrict debate within reasonable
limits, When Mr. Dawes becomes familiar
with the rules of the Senate, I think he will
become less radical in his views.”

. . . . »
THE SENATE "'TO COOL IT"

Royal 8. Copeland, Senator from New York,
makes some interesting observations on the
subject. His answer to our letter gives food
for thought in several directions, as follows:

“Just exactly what the function of the Sen-
ate was to be was a matter of great concern
to the Constitutional Convention of 1787.
There is an anecdote about Washington and
Franklin. They were out having tea together
during the Convention. Social rules and
table manners were not quite the same in
those days as they are now.

“As they visited together, Franklin said 1o
Washington: ‘What is the purpose of the
Senate?” Washington retorted, as a New
England Yankee would, by another: ques-
tion: ‘Doctor, why do you pour your tea in
your saucer? ‘Why," sald the astonished
Franklin, ‘to cool it." ‘Well,’ said Washing-
ton, ‘that is what the Senate is for.’

“The purpose of the Senate is entirely dif-
ferent from the purpose of the House of Rep-
resentatives. From the very beginning it
was intended to be a deliberative body where
the expenditure of time and the exchange of
views should determine judgment in any
pending matter. The fact that this has been
the rule has had a remarkable result as re-
gards the constitutionality of the measures
enacted into law. In the 1356 years of our
national history, only 38 acts of Congress
have been set aside.

“It has been sald that if you threw a bone
of the Constitution into the Senate the Sen-
ators would gnaw on it for 10 days. They
have done this to pretty good effect, how-
ever, because their cautions, deliberate and
exasperating as they may seem, have resulted
in the prevention of laws which under other
circumstances would have gone into the scrap
heap by way of the Supreme Court.

“I ean quite understand why a citizen of
Nevada might want to have the rules
changed. Nevada has 77,000 population, and
yet it sends 2 Members to the United States
Senate. If New York were represented in the
same proportion, it would have 144 Members
in the United States Senate, instead of 2.

“Here is another thing to think about:
The States of New York, Pennsylvania, Illi-
nois, and Michigan pay 60 percent of the
Federal taxes. The combined representation
of these States in the Senate is one-twelfth
of the total. Therefore these States are to-
tally submerged so far as voting power is
concerned.

“New York State has as great a population
as 18 other States combined. It exceeds the
combined population of Arizona, Colorado,
Delaware, Florida, Idaho, Montana, Nevada,
New Hampshire, New Mexico, North Dakota,
Oregon, Rhode Island, South Dakota, Utah,
Vermont, Wyoming, Maine, and Nebraska,

“Add to these 18 States T other States—
Arkansas, Louisiana, West Virginia, Wash-
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ington, South Carolina, Maryland, and Con-
necticut, and it will be found that these 25
States, controlling 50 of the 96 votes, have a
majority vote in the Senate. These States
represent less than 20 percent of the total
population of the country and they pay not
more than 10 percent of the Federal taxes.
Mr. Dawes’ cloture rule would give this mi-
nority in population and financial standing
absolute control of the Senate,

“I am unwilling to have this done. Un-
limited debate is the most tiresome thing in
the world, both to the man who indulges
in it and for those who have to listen to it;
but I contend that the best interests of the
country have been and will be served by this
rule of procedure. The present cloture rule
is effective. When it is necessary to stop de-
bate it can be done under the existing rule.
I can testify to this because of my own ex-
perience in connection with the Isle of Pines.
A notice given by Senator Curtis- and the
presentation of the petition as required by
rule XXII demonstrated at once the futility
of further effort to defeat action on this
treaty.

“The great troub'e in the Senate lies in the
fact that almest all the business is done by
unanimous consent. This means that one
Senator by his objection can prohibit the
consideration of some measure no matter
how important it may be. I had a biil in
the last Congress which I brought up nine
separate times, and it was put over each time
by the objection of the same man, one Ssn-
ator. I proposed in the Sixty-eighth Con-
gress and again proposed in the Sixty-ninth
that this rule be changed, making it neces-
sary for the objection to be supported by
two other Senators. This simple change in
the rules would revolutionize the work of
the Senate."

MAYFIELD FOR NORRIS AMENDMENT

From Austin, Tex., Senator Earle B. May-
field sends an answer that is clear and con-
vineing. His position on the Dawes proposal
follows:

“I do not understand that our Vice Presi-
dent has submitted a concrete, definite prop-
osition as to how the rules of the Senate

- should be amended. So far he has only dealt

in glittering generelities, claiming that one
Senator can obutruct the business of the
Senate by filibuster, and that ought not to
be possible.

“I will admit that it 1s possible for one
Senator or a small number of Senators to
obstruct legislation by filibuster when the
Senate Is about to adjourn sine die, but it is
unfair to create the impression that the gen-
eral business of the Senate can be obstructed
by one Senator, because that is not true.

“It might be all right to amend the rules
of the Senate so as to limit debate, say 10
days before the session of the Senate is to
be concluded, but I would not favor amend-
ing the rules of the Senate so as to limit gen-
eral discussion of legislation,

“Under rule XXII, debate in the Senate
can practically be terminated if two-thirds
of the Senators favor the proposition, and if
the rules were amended as I have above sug-
gested, no measure could be talked to death
by one Senator, or even by a group of
Senators.

“Senator Norris, of Neoraska, has proposed
an amendment to the Constitution which
would do away with the so-called short ses-
sion of Congress, as under his amendment
the new President 8vd the new Congress
would take office in January following the
general election in November. I am in favor
of Senator Norris' amendment, and if those
who are in sympathy with the views of Vice
President Dawes as to cloture rule in the Sen-
ate will support the proposed amendment of
Senator Norris, we will never again hear any-
thing about filibuster in the Senate.

“With reference to filibuster, permit me to
say that I doubt if any real constructive leg-
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islation was ever killed in the Senate by that
means. Meritorious egisintion may be de-
Iayed by extended debate, but it cannot be
kilied In Jhe Senate by filibuster.

“I would never support any amendment to
the Senate rules that would result in gag
rule, which no doubt the special intierests
of the country would like to see adopted.
Greater harm {s likely to come to our country
threugh half-baked, ill-digested legislation
than by the delay of meritorieus legislation
as the result of general debate. When a gen-
eral measure has run the gantlet of the
United States Senate, you can conclude, as
a rule, that it has been well considered and
analysed, and, in my opinicn, it would be
a mistake to destroy the only legislative
tribunal in the world where freedom of
speech is untrampled. Most of the rutes of
the Senate were written by such statesmen
as John Quincy Adams, Danlel Webster,
Henry Clay, John €, Calhoun, and men of
lixe eharscter and ability, some of whom
served im the Senate for over a quarter of
a century. Our country has grown and pros-
pered and developed under these rules, and
I seriously doubt if we of this day and gener-
ation can improve them.”

CLOTURE MEANS DESPOTISM

This statement. written in the third per-
somn, caine from the office of Senator Fletcher.
His argument and conclusions are soundly
based upon the experience of both branches:

“Senater Dunean U. Fletcher, of Florlda,
says he is mot In favor of ecloture im the
Senate, for that is the only legislative branch
of the Government where mature eonsidera-
tlon and careful deliberation respecting the
messures proposed to be enacted into law is
now possible; that the alleged waste of time
+ in the Senate, and the so-called useless dis-
cusston there, s much exaggerated; that
there Is deitberate efflort being made to dis-
eredit the Senate and shake the confidence
of the public In its purposes and procedure;
that the tallt about filibusters assumes large
proportions when really there is no need to
be disturbed about that. As proof, he says
one can search the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD
from the heginning and will be unable to
find a single bill that was defeated by a fili-
busier that ought not to have been defeated.
He refers to the force bill and on down te
the ship-subsidy bill of 1923, as HNlustrations,
and says the force bill would have estab-
lished a despotism over the South, which
all now admit would bhave meant ruin, while
the ship-subsidy bill would have given away
vessgls which had cost the people §4.000,000,-
000 and required the t out of the
Treasury of $75,000,000 a year for 1@ years to
favored shipowners; and there was not so
much of a Alibuster in that or in other in-
stances as the public supposed. for those
who would have felt obliged to vote for the
bill if it had come to a vote were actively
encouraging the opponents to prevent a vote.

“The Senator says the real menace is not
the rules of the Senate, but the rules of the
House, where there is cloture, for the leader
of that body can move the previous question
and end debate, with the result that five or
a less number of the House decide what leg-
islation shall be brought forward in that
body, what time shall be allowed for conskd-
eration, whether any amendment may he
made or not, whether or not a bill shall pass,
and in what form. Not only that, but they
can follow their bills to the Senate and let it
be known there that they will not agree to
apy amendment or change. The five, or
sometimes iwo, Members likewise prevent dis~
cussion of bills that other Members desire to
have considered and taken up. To lllustrate,
the House passed a general public buildings
biil. No amendment er any debate of cen=-
sequence was permitted by the leaders. It
came to the Senate and the House managers
told the Senate committee, ‘You must ac-
cept that bill precisely as it is, without
amendment, or nothing.' That bill did not
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pass the Senate, and the amendment offered
by me and agreed to by the Senate providing
$7,500,000 for the constructlen of public
buildings heretofore authorized was rejected
by the House leaders. The Senate passed the
retirement bill by a large vote. It would
have passed the House by an overwhelming
vote had the leaders in that body allowed a
vote on it; but the three to five managers,
or leaders, in that body refused to allow it to
ke taken up and the will of the majority was
thus defeated. Those are two fair illustra-
tions of how business is handled in the House
and the procedure where there is cloture.

“I do not believe we want to place in the
hands of a few men in the Senate the power
of life and death over legislation. If that s
done some 400 Members of the House might
85 well go home and let the five leaders do
the legislating, and some 90 Scuators might
as well do likewise,

“I know that the people of this country do
not favor an autocracy or despotism in Con-
gress or elsewhere.”

HE KNOWS WHAT'S WRONG

There is straightforward common sense in
the response of Senator WaiLrer F. GEoRGE,
of Georgia. He says:

"Amend the Constitution so as to require
Congress to convene by January 1 of each
year, thereby doing away with the short ses-
sion, This is all that is necessary. Harmiwl
fillbusters are not possible except during the
short sesstons of Congress. This change wiil
‘also rid us of the ‘lame duck' evil.”

KEEP T0 THE QUESTION

When asked his position on the Dawes pro-
posal, Senator Simeon D. Fess, of Ohio, re-
sponded in these interesting observations:

“I will join any group of Senators to revise
the rules fo reqguire a Senator to speak to the
issue before the Senate, giving to any Mem-
ber the right to call any Senator to order.
Some Senators are objecting to that rule be-
cause they say it cannot be enforced, but it
can he enforced as it is in the House. If the
offending Senator is not satisfied with the
decision of the Chair, he bas the right to
appeal to the Senate from the decision. Of
course, the appeal should not be debatable.
While this is not a cloture rule, 1t will oper-
ate as such in that it prevents the tactics of
a fiibuster. I think it wise to retain the ban
of secrecy on treaties and permit unlimited
debate on such questions.”

FPRESENT RULES SUFFICLIENT

Another Republican, Senator J. W. Harreld,
of Oklahoma, takes issue with the Vice Presi-
dent. In answer to our letter he says:

“I am not opposed to unlimited debate,
generally speaking. I believe the Senate now
has power to limit the discussion to the par-
ticular subject under consideration. I agree
with Senator Robinson that the present rules
would satisfactorily cover the situation and
bring about the desired result, if the Benate
would reserve the right to say when the
speaker is transcending the rules instead of
following the precedent set by the former
FPresiding Officer of the Senate to the eflect
that the speaker himself is the sole judge as
to his privileges and rights under the rules
and making him the sole judge of whether
he is or not discussing the question under
consideration.

“The whole matter can be determined in
any given case by the Presiding Officer him-
self, noiwlthstanding the precedent men-
tioned above. He could rule a speaker out of
order because he was not confining himself
to the question under consideration. The
speaker could then appeal from the decision
of the Chair and thus gain the end which the
Vice President seeks."

Mr. BILBO. Mr, President, I want it
distinctly understood that I am opposed
to the principle of cloture. I believe in
free, open, full, unrestricted debate in
the United States Senate, and if a Sen-
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ator who comes here as an ambassador
from a sovereign State of this Republic
has physical strength and power and en-
durance to stand on this floor and speak
without limit, and speak for a week, or
2 weeks, or 3 weeks, or 4 weeks, 30 days,
60 days, cr 6 months, to prevent the pas-
sage of a bill which would have an ill
effect on his people, and be disastrous to
the welfare and happiness of the people
of the country, I think he should be per-
mitted to do if.

Mr, CHAVEZ, Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. BILEO. I yield.

Mr. CHAVEZ. I am sure the Senator
from New Mexico would not object, and
I should be delichted, to listen to the
Senator speak for 6 months. I would
not object to the Senator discussing the
merits of this sound legislative proposal.

Mr. BILBO. I promise the Senator I
will speak 60 days, and I will stay on this
subject, and will not be reading the Bible,
the aimanac, or anything else, but will
stay on the subject. So I suggest to the
Senator that he take his name off the
petition for cloture.

For more than 100 years, debate has
been practically unlimited in this body;
even the present cloture rule has seldem
been invcked. With the right of free de-
bate guaranteed to every Member of this
body, this Nation has grewn and pro-
gressed, Unlimited debate has been in
accordance with American liberty, and
has been zealously guarded and protected
by the United States Senate.

The filibuster has been practiced for
more than a century now and the record
shows that it has been a meritorious and
indispensable safeguard to protect Ameri-
can freedom. Every time a measure has
been before the Senate which threatened
the very existence of our system of con-
stitutional government and our American
way of life, the filibuster has been a pow-
erful weapon available for us by the mi-
nority which would have been otherwise
helpless. And the experience of these
many decades has shown us that this
wezapon has been used wisely, and tose: e
the best interests of the American people.
Time has proved that the filibuster has
prevented passage of such vicious bills as
the force bill, which proposed to give the
Federal Government control of elections
in the South, the antilynching bill, and
many others of like character,

Great and distinguished Senators from
all sections of the Nation have partici-
pated in filibusters during the years that
have passed. Very few of our time-hon-
ored statesmen can be quoted as favaring
cloture or-any other gag rule in the Sen-
ate. Practically every Senator who has
ever served in this body frem any of the
Southern States has been forced to fili-
buster and fo cooperate in filibusters in
order to protect the rights of the sover-
eign State which he represented.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. BILBO. I yield.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Of course, the Senator
from Mississippl considers our majority
leader [Mr., BAaRgLEY] and the Senator
from Florida [Mr. PEPPER] as represent-
ing great constitueneies, and they both
have signed the cloture petition,

Mr, BILBO, Who?
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Mr. CHAVEZ. The Senator from
Florida [Mr. PerPEr] and the Senator
from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY].

Mr. BILBO. It is a matter of public
record that all Senators south of Ma-
son and Dixon’s line—Kentucky is a

. border State; it is not one of the Southern
States, and never has been so consid-
ered—in this fizht are standing shoulder
to shoulder in defense of their people,
the unity of their people, the welfare of
their people, the peace and happiness of
their people, and the protection of the
rights and freedom of their people. They
are all standing shoulder to shoulder,
arm in arm, except CLAUDE PEPPER, of
Florida. I do not know why he is not
standing with the others. He says he
will vote against the FEFC, but will vote
for cloture, although, if cloture is ever
enforced and a vote is had on the bill, I
know and he knows and everyone else
knows the bill will pass, He need not try
to fool me, or the Senate, or his own
people, or anyone else that he is against
this bill, because he knows that when he
is voling for cloture he is voting for the
passage of the bill.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Of course, the Senator
will admit that if he were to let the ma-
jority vote, the bill would pass.

Mr. BILEO. Any day, any hour. The
majority not only would pass the FEPC
hill, they would pass the anti-poll-tax
biil, they would pass the antilynching
bill, and God knows what they would not
pass, because it would b~ good politics.

Mr. CHAVEZ. It is good politics, too,
to “cuss” the Negro once in awhile.

Mr. BILBO. Good politics for a cer-
tain crowd; yes. We are filibustering,
Mr, President, because we do not propose
to let this bill come to a vote, and unless
the majority goes wild and violates the
amenities which should exist, and have
existed all these years on this floor be-
tween Members of the Senate, and every
rule in the book is raped, and resort is
had to the law of the jungle, there will
never be a vote on this bill at this session.

The majority can bring it about by
force. They can say, “To hell with the
rules of the Senate, to hell with any ideas
of courtesy or consideration, to hell with
everything else; we have a majority, we
are going to ride roughshod and run
over you and cram it down your throats
anyway.” They can do it; I know that.
But the rules of the Senate were intended
to protect the minorities in an orderly
forum like the United States Senate, and
I for one do not believe the majority is
going to try that or think of doing it.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Of course, we would not
try to keep the Senator from Mississippi
or any other Senator from adeguately
discussing any legislation.

Mr, BILBO, That is not what I was
talking about,

Mr. CHAVEZ. The Senator will also
admit that rule XXII, which is the clo-
ture rule, is also a rule of the Senate.

Mr, BILBO, Yes.

Mr. CHAVEZ. And just as effective,
if it can be invoked, as any other rule,

Mr. BILBO. And the Senator from
New Mezxico knows, as well as I know,
that the cloture rule cannot be invoked
under the present parliamentary status
of this discussion,
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Mr. CHAVEZ. We will see about that
when the proper time comes.

Mr. BILBO. I have said that if the
majority wants to viclate all the rules in
the book, and all the precedents of par-
liamentary practice, and resort to the
rule of “might makes right” and the law
of the jungle, of course, they can do it.

Mr, CHAVEZ. No, Mr, President——

Mr. BILBO. They will never do it by
any afiirmative rule.

Mr. CHAVEZ, Mr. President, I have
more faith in the presiding officers of this
body than has the Senator from Missis-
sippi.

Mr. BILBO. I resent that statement.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Iwouldnot like tothink
that the ruling of my good friend, the
present occupant of the chair (Mr. JoBEN-
sToN of South Carolina in the chair) —

Mr. BILBO. If it were left to the Sen-
ator from South Carolina [Mr. JoHN-
sToN], the majority would not have a
chance.

Mr. CHAVEZ, Ithink the Senator who
is now presiding would interpret the rules

-according to what he understood them to

provide, and I would not like to think he
weuld decide one particular way. In
other words, I have more confidence in
the Senator from South Carolina than
has the Senator from Mississippi. ?

Mr. BILBO. The Senator, as a Senator
from New Mexico, is an ambassador with
power, representing a sovereign State.
Is he willing to abide by the decision of
the Chair and the ruling of the Parlia-
mentarian on matters coming before this
body?

Mr., CHAVEZ. I am willing to abide
by anything the Senate does. .

Mr. BILBO. That is not what I was
asking the Senator.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Iknow the Senator was
not.

Mr, BILBO. I was trying to ascertain
whether the Senator would be inclined to
appeal from a decision of the Chair after
he ruled.

Mr. CHAVEZ, Of course, the Senate
is a body by itself. The Senate makes
the rules, not the presiding officer.

Mr. BILBO. There are 96 Senators.

Mr. CHAVEZ. That is correct, and
those 96 Senators can make any rule.

Mr. BILBO. That is what I have been
trying to tell the Senator. The minority
would not have a chance. The minority
has not a chance on this floor if the ma-
jority is to resort to the rule that a ma-
jority has a right to do what it wants to.
That the majority is right because it is
the majority is not a true statement, The
majority is not always right. In hys-
terical times the majority goes haywire,
lj)lillsit as some are going haywire on this

Mr. CHAVEZ. Of course, the Senator
is not talking about our side.

Mr. BILBO. I am not talking about
anyone personally, because I have the
very highest regard for my colleagues,
especially the Senator from New Mexico,
who is so affable, so congenial, so pleas-
ant, and so accommodating; but his faith
is yet to be tested, and that is the time
for the rule of the jungle to take charge
of the Senate. If the Senator joins the
gang, I shall withdraw all I am saying
about him,
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Mr. President, the southern group is
without a doubt the minority group
which has most often been forced to
engage in prolonged discussion in order
to protect its rights. We hear so much
today about protection of the rights of
the minority raecial groups and various
other so-called minorities, but I here and
now nominate for the most silent voice
in this Nation—indeed, cne which, if it
speaks at all, speaks in whispers that can-
not be heard—the voice of our northern,
eastern, and western friends for the pro-
tection of the rights of the Southern
States, and for respect for the customs
and problems of the white people of the
South. The southern Senators as a
group are a voting minority in the Szn-
ate and if we could not engage in un-
limited debate we would indeed be at the
mercy of the majority at all times and
under all circumstances. With condi-
tions as they are today, with the threat
of communism sweeping this Nation,
with the pressure groups, the radicals,
the Negro organizations, and others urg-
ing every conceivable reform upon the
South and hurling every thinkable insult
at white southerners, with greater and
greater pressure for antisouthern legis-
lation coming from northern groups—
all located in New York—who wield a
powerful vote, God forbid that the right
of speech be taken from us.

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. BILBO. I yield.

Mr. CAPEHART. I ask unanimous
consent to have printed at this point in
the REcorD chapter 325 of the Acts of the
1945 Indiana Assembly, eighty-fourth
session. The chapter is entitled “An act
conferring certain powers and duties on
the division of labor and the commis-
sioner of labor concerning discrimination
because of race, color, creed, national
origin, or ancestry, and providing for
an advisory board.”

There being no objection, the matter
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

[Ch. 825]
[S. 75. Approved March 9, 1845]

An act conferring certain powers and dutles
on the division of labor and the com-
missioner of labor concerning discrimina-
tion because of race, color, creed, national
origin, or sncestry, and providing for an
advisory board 1
Whereas the practice of denying employ-

ment to, and discriminating in employment

agalnst-. properly quallﬂed persons by reason
of the race, creed, color, national origin, or
ancestry, is contrary to the principle of free-
dom and equality of opportunity, and the
denial by some employers and associations of
employees of employment opportunities to
such persons solely because of thelr race,
creed, color, national origin, or ancestry de-
prives large segments of the population of
the State of the earnings which are necessary

to maintain a just and decent standard of
living; and

Whereas it is the policy of the State that
opportunity to obtain employment without
discrimination because of race, color, creed,
national origin, or ancestry be protected as
a right and privilege of citizens of the State
of Indiana; and

Whereas it is the public policy of the State
to encourage all of its citizens to engage
in gainful employment, regardless of race,
creed, color, national origin, or ancestry, and
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to encourage the full utilization of tHe pro-
ductive resources of the State to the benefit
of the State, the family and to all the peeple
of the State: Therefore

Be il enacied by the General Assembly of
the State of Indiana:

DEFINITIONS

Section 1. Definitions. When used in this
act:

1. The term “person” includes one or more
individuals, partnerships, associations, cor-
porations, legal representatives, trustees, or
receivers.

2. The term “associations of employees”
means any orgauization of any kind, or any
agency or employee representation commit-
tee or plan, in which employees participate
and which exists for the purpose, in whole or
in part, of dealing with employers concern-
ing grievances, labor disputes, wages, rates
of pay, hours of employment, or conditions
of work, ]

3..The term “employees” shall not include
any individual employed by his parents,
spouse, or child, or in the domestic service
of any person in his home.

4. The term “"employer” shall not include a -

social club or a fraternal, charitable, educa-
tional, or religious association, organization,
board, or body, not operating for private
profit.

5. The term “division” means the Division
of Labor of the Depariment of Labor of the
State of Indiana.

6. The term “commissioner” means the
commissioner of labor of the State of In-
diana,

CONFERS UFON DIVISION OF LABOR POWER AND
DUTY TO COCPERATE WITH OR UTILIZE OTHER
AGENCJES TO AID IN REMOVING DISCRIMINATION
WITH RESFECY TO EMPLOYMENT BECAUSE OF
RACE, CREED, COLOR, INATIONAL ORIGIN, OR
ANCESTRY
SEec. 2. There is hereby conferred upon the

division of libor the power and duty, in addi-

tion to the powers and duties now vested
in it, to cooperate with or utilize other agen-
cles and to utilize voluntary and uncompen-
sated services, in connection with the efforts
of said division to aid in removing diserimi-
nation with raspect to employment because of
race, creed, color, national origin, or ancestry.

CONFERS UPON COMMISSIONER OF LABOR CERTAIN
FUNCTIONS

Sec. 3. There is hereby conferred upon the
commissioner of labor, in addition te the
functions now vested in him, the following
functions, viz:

1. To appoint such employees and fix such
salaries or other compensation therefor as he
may from time to time find necessary for the
proper performance of his functions under
this act. The reasonable and necessary
traveling and other expenses incurred by the
commissioner, his agents or employees, while
actually engaged in the performance of sueh
functions, outside of the city of Indian-
apolis, and all salaries and expenses in ad-
ministering this act (which salaries and ex-
penses shall not exceed $15,000 annually)
shall be paid from the State treasury as ex-
penses of officers and employees and other ex-
penses of departments of the State govern-
ment are paid and the sum of $30,000 is here-
by appropriated to pay such salaries and ex-
penses for the fiscal years beginning July 1,
1945, and July 1, 19486,

2. To aid in bringing about the removal
of discrimination in regard to hire or tenure
terms or conditions of employment because
of race, creed or color: by making compre-
hensive studies of such discrimination in dif-
ferent metropolitan districts and sections of
the State, and of the effect of such discrimi-
nation, and of the best method of elimina-
ting 1t; by formulaiing, in cooperation with
other interested public or private agencies,
comprehensive plans for the elimination of
gich discrimination as rapldly as possible in
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cities or areas where such discrimination
may be found to exist; by conferring, co-
operating with and furnishing technical as-
sistance to employers and private or public
agencies, organizations and associations in
formulating and executing policles and pro-
grams for the elimination of such discrimi-
nation; by receiving and investigating meri-
torious written complaints charging any such
discrimination and by investigating other
cases where he has reason to believe that
such discrimination is practiced; and by
making specific and detailed recommenda-
tions to the interested parties in any such
case as to ways and means for the elimina-
tion of any such discrimination,

COMMISSIONER MAY BECOMMEND SPECIFIC PLAN
TO GENFRAL ASSEMBLY AFTER STUDY AND IN-
VESTIGATION
Sec, 4. The commissioner shall make a

study and investigation of discrimination in

regard to hire, or tenure, terms or conditions
of employment, in the departments and
agencies of the State because of race, creed,
or color, and may recommend to the General

Asgsembly a specific plan to eliminate it and

such legislation as he deems necessary to

eliminate it.

COMMISSIONER AUTHORIZED TO RECEIVE WRITTEN
COMPLAINTS OF VIOLATION OF CIVIL RIGHTS
LAW, TO INVESTIGATE COMPLAINTS OR CONDUCT
INVESTIGATION-—TRANSMIT RECOMMENDATIONS
TO LEGISLATURE
Sec. 5. The commissioner is authorized and

empowered to receive written complaints of
violation of the civil rights law or other dis-
criminatory practices based upon race, creed,
color, national origin or ancestry and to in-
vestigate such complaints as he deems meri-
torlous, or to conduct such investigation in
the absence of complaint whenever he deems
it in the public interest. He may transmit to
the legislature his recommendations for leg-
islation designed to aid in the removing of
such diserimination.

ADVISORY BOARD OF NINE MEMEERS CREATED

Sec. 6. There is hereby created an ad-
visory board of nine members, eight of
whom shall be appointed by the Governor,
Four of the members appointed by the Gov-
ernor shall at the time of their appoint-
ment be members of the State senate and
four shall at the time of their appoint-
ment be members of the house of repre-
sentatives of the State. The Lieutenant
Governor shall be the ninth member of
said board, by virtue of his office as Lieu-
tenant Governor, and shall serve as cheirman.
Vacancies shall be filled in the same manner
as orlginal appointments. Such board shall
advise and assist the division of labor and
the commissioner in administering and carry-
Ing out the provisions of this act. Members
of sald board shall be paid their expenses
reasonably and necessarily incurred.

SEVERABILITY
B8ec. 7. If any clause, sentence, paragraph,
or part of this act, or the application thereof

to any person or circumstances shall, for any

reason, be adjudged by a court of competent
Jurisdiction to be invalid, such judgment
shall not effect [affect], impair, or invalidate
the remainder of this act, and the applica-
tion thereof to other persons or circum-
stances, but shall be confined in iis operation
to the clause, sentence, pararaph, or parf
thereof directly involved in the controversy
in which such judgment shall have been ren-
dered and to the persons or circumstances in-
volved. It is hereby declared to be legis-
lative intent that this act would have been
adopted had such invalid provisions not been
included.

Mr. MEAD obtained the floor,
Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, will the

Senator from New York yield so I may
suggest the absence of a quorum?
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Mr. MEAD. I yield for that purpose.

Mr. RUSSELL. I suggest the absence
of a gquorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
JOoENsSTON of South Carelina in the
chair). The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and
the following Senators answered to their
names:

Aiken Hart Mead
Bailey Hayden Millikin -
Bilbo Hickenlooper O'Daniel
Butler Johnston, 8. €. Ruszell
Chavez La Follette Stanfill
Cordon Langer White
Donnell McCarran

Ferguson McFariand

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Twenty-
two Senators have answered to their
names. A quorum is not present. The
clerk will call the names of the absent
Senators.

The legislative clerk called the names
of the absent Senators, and My. BREw-
STER, Mr. Br1GGs, Mr, CAFPER, My. ELLEN-
DER, Mr. HatcH, Mr. HoEy, Mr. KILGORE,
Mr. MAYBANKE, Mr. MCEELLAR, Mr. MORSE,
Mr, Smrte, Mr. WiLey, and Mr. Youna
answered to their names when called.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
Thirty-five Senators have answered to
their names. A quorum is not present.

Mr. RUSSELL. I move that the Ser-
geant at Arms be directed to request the
attendance of absent Senators.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Sergeant at Arms will execute the order
of the Senate.

After a littlle delay Mr. AvsTiN, Myr.
Byrp, Mr. Gerry, Mr. Hitn, Mr. Mc-
CLELLAN, Mr, MYERS, Mr. ROBERTSON, Mr.
SALTONSTALL, Mr. STEWART, Mr. THOMAS
of Utah, Mr. Toeey, Mr. TypinGs, Mr.
WarLse, and Mr. Wirtnis entered the
Chamber and answered to their names.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-
nine Senators have answered to their
names. A quorum is present.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, it is my
desire to take as little time as possible
in the course of the brief observations I
shall make. While I have no desire to
participate in any effort which will post-
pone the actual debate upon the pending
measure, I think perhaps it is appropriate
occasionally to take a little time to check
the record, to make some corrections,
and briefly to make reply to some alle-
gations which those of us on this side of
the question think are entirely out of
order and inappropriate. I shall ask my
colleagues to bear with men in this most
unusual request: I ask not to be inter-
rupted until I complete my statement,
because I do not wish to be responsibie
for prolonging the debate. I shall an-
Swer anyone and everyone, however.
when we have an opportunity to debate
the bill when the bill is actually the sub-
ject of discussion before the Senate. So
I ask my colleagues to be pztient with
me. I wish to complete my remarks
speedily, so that I may not in any way be
subject to criticism for delaying the vote
on the bill.

Mr. President, the able majority "
leader presented our side of this ques-
tion in a very brief statement and neces-
sarily in a very limited way. He ex-
plained the various parliamentary steps
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through which the bill has passed, and
he pleaded for its final passage by the
Senate. I was rather proud of the
earnestness and sincerity and eloquence
of the majority leader in the plea he
made to those on this side of the aisle.
It buttressed the Democratic support
which this measure has received in the
past. It tied the Democratic Party all
the closer to this important piece of
legislation. It brought to mind the
initiation of this proposal by the late
lamented President Franklin D. Roose-
velt, a great Democrat, a great humani-
tarian, and a great advocate of eco-
nomic opportunity. When we think of
the Democratic support which this pro-
posed legislation has received and is re-
ceiving, it is refreshing to note the
present President of the United States
made this observation:

Diserimination in the matter of employ-
ment agalnst properly qualified persons be-
cause of their race, creed, or color, is not
only un-American in nature, but will lead
eventually to industrial strife and unrest. It
has a tendency to create substandard condi-
tions of living for a large part of our popu-
lation. The principle and policy of fair-em-
ployment practice should be established per-
manently as a part of our national law.

That quotation
Truman.

So Mr, President, we have the utter-
ances of the late President Roosevelt and
those of the present President of the
United States, and we find the same sen-
timents contained in the appeal made by
the majority leader and in the remarks
made by the distinguished Senator from
New Mexico [Mr. Cravez] in his remarks
on the bill. The Senator from New
Mexico is sponsoring the bill on the floor
of the Senate, and he deserves our com-
mendation for his forthrightness, his
patience, and his desire always to be
fair and reasonable in connection with
the consideration of this measure.

I wish to say that the bill is not a
partisan one. I can say that because it
was endorsed in the platform of the
Republican Party, and it is my under-
standing that a majority of the Senators
on the other side of the aisle have already
signed the cloture petition, signifying
" their eagerness to have this bill voted
on by the Senate.

Mr. President, I must take issue with
some of the statements which have been
made on the floor. The first matter I
wish to bring before the Senate relates
to the conduct of the Senate itself, the
decorum of Members of the Senate. It
occurs to me that advantage accrues to
the side which observes the proper par-
liamentary procedure and adheres to the
standard of ethical conduct, to the ac-
cepted standards, by being good sports
and by giving the other fellow the fullest
and fairest opportunity.

During the discussion of this question
there have been things said about my
State and my people which, in my judg-
ment, violate the rules of the Senate:
and as a representative of the largest
and most populous State of the Union, I
cannot let such statements pass without
commenting upon them. During the de-
bate on this issue Senators—not on our
side—have made utterances derogatory
of Members of the other branch of the

is from President
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Congress. While the Members of the
House of Representatives may make mis-
takes and may say things with which,
under certain circumstances, we have a
right to take issue, nevertheless there
are rules which have been carefully de-
vised and which for a long period of
time have been guides for the House and
the Senate to follow, and they should be
observed and respected. I am not
making any general complaint. I shall
do so, if opportunity is given to me in
the course of the conduct of the debate
on this bill. But for the present I shall
content myself by reading the rule. In
all our debates on this bill and every
other bill I should like to see the Ssnate
meticulously adhere to the rules. Rule
XIX, paragraph 2, reads as follows:
No Senatdr in debate shall, directly or in-
directly, by any form of words impute to an-
other Senator or to other Senators any con-

duct or motive unworthy or unbecoming a
Senator.

Mr. President, I am not saying that
the motives of a Senator have been im-
pugned, but I am saying that some of the
utterances which have been made in this
body have been derogatory of the con-
duct or the statements of Members of the
other branch of the Congress. I served
in the House of Representatives for 20
years, and I know that ir. that House the
minute a Member of that body says any-
thing derogatory of a Member of this
body, he is called to task and he does not
get very far. If we find that we have
reason or excuse or opportunity to make
a statement derogatory of a Member of
the House of Representatives, the rule I
have read should be broad enough to
cover the situation,

Mr. President, I have another objec-
tion to make to some of the utierances
which have been made during the de-
bate. I shall not put them on a specific,
personal basis, but I shall read the rule,
It is paragraph 3 of rule XIX:

No Senator in debate shall refer offensively
to any State of the Union.

Mr. President, I reiterate that New
York is in the Union and New York is
deserving of the consideration of the
Members of this body. In the matter of
raising revenues for the support of the
Government and in the matter of raising
an Army for the defense of our Govern-
ment, New York is always in thz fore-
front. Regardless of whether New York
is a large State or a small State, regard-
less of whether it is a State in the East,
in the West, in the North, or in the South,
in my judgment strict adherence to that
rule will reflect to the credit and the in-
tellectual stature of those who may de-
bate this bill, or any other bill, on the
floor of the Senate.

So, Mr. President, I shall now proceed
to discuss the issue which is before us.
The issue is confused. At various times
it has been almost impossible to under-
stand it. Sometimes the issue seems to
be political, sometimes it seems to be
social, sometimes it seems to be sectional.

Mr. President, the plain and unvar-
nished issue before the Senate is an eco-
nomic issue—it is the issue of equal eco=
nomic opportunity.

During the war we assured equality of
economic opportunity, and our all-out
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economic effort smothered our enemies
and amazed the world. We became the
arsenal of democracy. We actually put
into effect in America the principles of
the Atlantic Charter and the four free-
doms, one of which was freedom from
want. That program served well in time
of war. We cannot now reconvert to
peace, carry out the ideals of the Atlan-
tic Charter and of the four freedoms, and
enjoy all-out maximum employment if
we permit bigotry, racial intolerance, and
economic inequality to operate un-
checked. It simply cannot be done.

I reiterate that the issue is of of equal-
ity of economic opportunity, The pend-
ing bill pertains to jobs and employment,
and not to the extraneous matters which
have been referred to in the debate.

Mr. President, the charge has been
made many of the persons who are spon-
soring the pending bill are Communists.
That charge is made altogether too liber-
ally and too generously, and in most in-
stances it does not apply. For a man
to be liberally inclined toward this meas-
ure does nob necessarily imply that he is
a Communist. Sometimes I think that
the Red issue is a red herring drawn
across the trail in an attempt to injure
the progress of this bill.

We are, of course, all in favor of the
Atlantic Charter, We are all in favor of
the elimination of war. The best way to
eliminate war is to start now and pass
this bill, and give a wartime agency
which functioned well and did a very good
job during the war the right to continue
doing its job during the peace. At the
very height of the war effort, while this
agency was clothed with the full author-
ity which was given to it by congressional
action and congressional appropriation,
I received from one of the large employ-
ers of America a telegram which I shall
read. I think that the employers of
America, such as the large corporations
that have much to do with hiring policies
in our industries, are good witnesses in
behalf of our struggle to have enacted
legislation of the kind which is being
proposed in the pending bill. I received
the following telegram from Dwight R.
G. Palmer, president of General Cable
Corp. In the telegram he says:

May I respectfully bring to your attention
the following telegram which I sent under
date of June 15 to the chalrman of the Sen-
ate Appropriations Committee:

“In promoting a program of equal eco-
nomic opportunity throughout the Nation in
accordance with the ideas of the late Frank-
lin D. Roosevelt and with those of our pres-
ent great leader, the Honorable Harry 8. Tru-
man, the Fair Employment Practice Com-
mittee, we sincerely believe, is performing
a useful and worth-while public service.
That agency, so far as we know, has limited
itself rigidly to the attainment of nondis-
crimination in employment, in accordance
with dictates of the Executive order under
which it was set up. In operating 10 plants
gltuated from coast to coast, we have con-
sistently taken the position that all indi-
viduals, regardless of race, creed, or color,
shall be afforded equal economic opportuni-
tles, and have been singularly successful
while adhering to this prineciple. We have
found that when the basic principles under-
lying this policy have been adequately ex-
plained to our employees, they have whole-
heartedly agreed to the economic Integra-
tion of any and all minority groups.”
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The telegram continues to recite the
suceess which was attained as the result
of adherence to the principles embraced
in the words “economic opportunity.”

Mr, President, let us take up some of
the objections which have been made to
the pending bill. The objections which
I have noted are objections which are
based on the contention that the bill vio-
latés States’ rights; that it compels em-
ployers to hire against their will; that it
advocates or approaches social equality.
It is said that by the enactment of the
bill we would arouse prejudices and dis-
criminations, and defeat every object of
the measure.

The hill does not violate States’ rights,
because it applies to industries which are
interstate in character. Similar provi-
sions, T may say, are contained in many
of our legislative enactments in order to
protect the States, define the scope of
the legislation, and assure its constitu-
tionality. Those purposes have been well-
taken care of in the pending measure,

With reference to the contention that
the bill would compel employers to hire
against their will, I may state that that
is not the approach it makes. The ap-
proach is, rather, that employers shall
not refuse to hire because of race, creed,
or color. That is the compulsion, if any,
Mr. President; not that employers are
compelled to hire or fire, but that they
shall not refuse to hire because of race,
color, or creed.

With reference fo the objection based -
on the assumption that the bill would be
promotive of social equality; that objec-
tion is, in my judgment, merely a red
herring which has been drawn across the
trail. We cannot legislate social equal-
itv. nor can we legislate a man’s religious
affiliation. We can legislate equality be-
fore the law and equality of economic
opportunity. That is all that we are try-
ing to do.

The charge that the bill defeats its
purposes by arousing prejudices is, in my
judegment, well answered by the splendid
and successful administration of the
present Committee on Fair Employment
Practice during the past several years.

Mr, President, I have noted in the
Concressionan. REcorp some of the objec-
tions which have been made to the bill.
One of the objections is that the bill
would transfer the present employees of
the Committee to the new Commission.
The objection is based on the theory that
by so doing, a preference would be exer-
cised. We have already transferred em-
ployees from one agency of the Govern-
ment to another. Such transfers have
taken place over a long period of years.

It is a practice which is traditional in
the Federal Government. After the war
ended the disposition of surplus property
was found to be in the hands of the
Treasury Department. We transferred
that function and the employees who had
been handling it—a great number—to
the Department of Commerce. Then we
transferred the agency from the Depart-
ment of Commerce to the RFC. We are
now transferring the agency from the
RFC to the War Assets Corporation.

Mr. President, there are approximately
only 25 or 30 employees of the Commit-
tee on Fair Employment Practice, most
of them being clerks and stenographers.
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The work of the Committee has been re-
petedly commended. It was commended
by the late President Roosevelt, and has
been commended by President Truman.
Very naturally it would be desired to
transfer the employees of the Committee
to the proposed Commission because of
the expert knowledge they have gained
in the administration of the present pro-
gram.

Another objection which I find in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD is that the bill
seeks to forbid diserimination in employ-
ment because of race, color, or creed. It
has been contended that there should be
included in the bill a proscription against
discrimination because of union mem-
bership or the absence of union member-
ship. Mr. President, if the proposal with
reference to union membership and non-
union membership were added to the bill,
violence would be done to the labor laws
which have already been enacted by the
Congress, which express the policy of
the Congress, and which were debated
at length on the floor of the Senate. As
the result of that debate, we determined
by our votes the policy of the Govern-
ment with reference to our labor pro-
gram.

Moreover, Mr. President, such a pro-
posal would have the effect, I believe, of
destroying the union shop. It would re-
move with one fell swoop the advances
which have been made by labor during
the past century, by making ineffectual
collective bargaining, and by subverting
every provision of the Wagner Act. It
would be an attempt to amend the Wag-
ner Act by taking away powers now in the
hands of representatives of employees.

Mr. President, it has been stated that
a majority geroup member may be denied
employment because of age, but that a
minority group member could not be
denied employment for the same reason.
My answer to that is that an employer
may fix any standards of age or ability
which he may desire to fix. If he applies
all aqualifications alike to persons of the
majority group and to persons of the
minority group, there can be no violation
of the law. Violation consists of treating
persons differently because of race, color,
and creed. I stated that before, Mr.
President, and I assert it again.

It is stated that this bill sets up courts
wherein an employer might be tried any-
where in the United States. The answer
to that is that under our requirements
of due process and a fair hearing, it is
obvious that the courts would not sanc-
tion the holding of a hearing at a place
which would make it unduly incon-
venient or impossible for a party charged
to adequately present his defense. At
any rate, the courts have something to
say, rather than the committee.

It has also been said that the proposed
agency might have certain power to put
people in jail and fine them $5,000, and
so forth, if they interfere with the proper
examination, or if they resist in the
proper presentation, of their records or
their books.

The Commission could put no one in
jail. An aggrieved party who refused to
comply with an order of the Commission
after a decree of a circuit court enforc-
ing it had been entered, might have to
go to jail under the contempt powers of
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the court. The same method of enforce-
ment is in the National Labor Relations
Act, in the Clayton Act, and in other ad-
ministrative legislation. Again, the court
is the authority rather than the Com-
mission, .

The Commission could not put a man
in jail, or fine him, for resisting it or
its agents. Sectionl 14 is the provision
Senators may have in mind and the pun-
ishment prescribed for violations of that
section are applicable only after trial
and conviction in the district court in
accordance with established Federal
criminal procedure.

There is a general complaint that this
measure would create strife and ani-
mosity which do not now prevail; that
it would do the colored people harm
rather than good, and that in the final
analysis it would adversely affect the mi-
nority groups which we are attempting
to protect. In my judgment, that is not
a tenable theory. On the contrary, I be-
lieve that racial strife and animosity
arise from discrimination, particularly
economic discrimination. They flourish
most where discrimination is greatest,
and discriminatien itself is a major
cause of race difficulties. One of the
surest ways of lessening strife and ani-
mosity is to provide fair opportunities
for minorities in industry.

There again the wise words of the
president of the General Cable Corp.
come to mind. He explained that he put
the policy into effect from coast to coast,
in all his industries, and when it was
understood, it had the effect of eliminat-
ing the strife and the ill feeling which
might otherwise exist.

It is not possible to legislate anything
into the hearts and minds of the people.
We can gradually eliminate prejudice
and ill-feeling between groups.

Senate bill 101 is not designed to elimi-
rnate prejudice. It is intended, instead,
to eliminate certain effects of prejudice;
not to make persons like each other, but
to respect the rights of others. That
legislation is effective in eliminating dis-
crimination in employment is shown by
the history of the National Labor Rela-
tions Board, and that it can be used to
control the conduet of employers toward
employees in other ways is shown by the
success of laws regulating the hours of
work for women and those prohibiting
child labor.

Mr. President, coming to another ob-
jection I find made against the pending
bill, it is seid that the size and the char-
acter of the agency are the subject of
doubt, that it might become a great,
growing octopus, and that there is no
way by which we can foresee the ultimate
result.

The number of workers to be employed
by the Commission would be controlled
By the Bureau of the Budget in its rec-
ommendation for appropriations and by
the appropriate committees of Congress
and by the Congress in acting on such
recommendations. Qualifications of the
employees would be fixed by the United
States Civil Service Commission, as is the
case in all similar agencies. They would
be fixed consistent with the standards
applicable to employees of other agen-
cies.
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Another objection to the bill is that the
refusal of an accused employer to permit
an examination of his books and records
is made a crime, punishable by imprison=
ment for 1 year and a fine of $1,000.

The reference I presume is to section
14 of S. 101, which sets forth the punish-
ment of any person after a criminal trial
in a district court who willfully resists,
prevents, impedes, or interferes with a
member of the Commission or one of its
agents in the performance of duties un-
der the act, This is a usual provision in
administrative law, and is found in sec-
tion 12 of the National Labor Relations
Act. The provisions of S. 101, however,
would not be applicable to this form of
resistance because, under section 11 (b),
the subpenas of the Commission for the
books and records of a party charged
would be enforceable under the contempt
powers of a district court.

So the courts enter again. It may be
that some Senators had in mind the ulti-
mate decision of the courts as the result
of the enactment of the legislation, but
I make the statement, Mr. President, that
it rests with the courts.

The Commission has limitless author-
ity to effectuate the policies of the act.
A number of Senators have described the
unwarranted influence and scope which
might result from the enactment of the
proposed legislation.

The Supreme Court, in deciding cases
arising under administrative agencies,
has repeatedly held that the affirmative
action required to be taken by the agency
must be related reasonably to the pur-
poses of the act, and there are a number
of instances where appellate courts have
refused to enforce certain affirmative ac-
tion orders of the National Labor Rela-
tions Board on the ground that those
orders, or portions thereof, in the courts’
opinions, were not calculated to effec-
tuate the purposes of the National Labor
Relations Act. Again, Mr. President, we
must trust the courts.

The bill provides that the machinery
of the agency would become effective
after it had been alleged that an unfair
employment practice had taken place.

In answer to that statement, the Na-
tional Labor Relations Act contains a
similar provision, and it is the estab-
lished practice of the NLRB fo require
sworn allegations before commencing its
investigations. On the other hand,
neither the Federal Trade Commission
Act nor the Clayton Act requires an alle-
gation before the machinery of the Fed-
eral Trade Commission is brought into
play. Under both those acts, the Fed-
eral Trade Commission may initiate its
procedure when it has reason to be-
lieve that violations of the acts have
taken place. Therefore these provisions
of S. 101 are consistent with administra-
tive history.

Moreover, the Fair Employment Prac=
tice Committee would have to prescribe
in its rules and regulations the form in
which the allegation must be made. Un-
der the bill, Congress has 60 days in which
to disapprove any such regulation.

Mr. President, I do not see anything
inconsistent in the bill, nothing which
has not already found its place in other
acts, by congressional approval, I be-
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lieve it follows the general trend, the
general practice, I think a great deal of
the authority which it is asserted is
contained in the bill is not only found
in other acts, but in some instances we
may be mistaking the authority for the
authority which is found only in other
acts. 2

Mr. President, another statement has
been made which I believe was deroga-
tory of certain individuals or certain or-
ganizations that might be supporting the
bill. For instance, the Southern Con-
ference for Human Welfare seemed to
come in for consideration. The name
of Clark Foreman, of Atlanta, who was
reelected president of that organization,
was mentioned on the floor of the Sen-
ate. I do not know that I could say that
the reference was highly complimentary,
for if my memory serves me correctly, I
think it was a derogatory observation.

1 wish to read into the Recorp the
names of some of the members of that
organization. There are included in its
list of officers Dr. Frank Porter Graham,
president of the University of North
Carolina, honorary president. I recall
very well that he comes from the State
of my good friend, the senior Senator
from North Carolina [Mr. BaiLey]. He
and I talked about him on the floor of
the Senate, and if I recall the conversa-
tion correctly, the Senator from North
Carolina said some complimentary
things about the doctor.

There is Tarleton Collier, associate
editor of the Louisville Courier-Journal,
secretary; Dr. Alva W. Taylor, Nashville,
Tenn., editor of the Mountain Life,
treasurer; James A. Dombrowski, Nash-
ville, executive secretary.

Mr. President, something has been said
about Dr. James A. Dombrowski while I
have been in the Chamber, and I be-
lieve it was stated that he was from New
York. It is my good fortune to have a
letter a paragraph of which refers to
this celebrated and distinguished
southern gentleman. The letter says:

I happen to know Dr. Dombrowski as a
very fine southerner and as an American of
the highest type. I knew him Wwhen he
was a student at the Union Theological
Seminary in New York,

So he was in New York, but he was
attending the Union Theological Sem-
inary.

I know of his untiring work in the cause

of the Christian Church as well as in his
humanitarian efforts.

It is my information, Mr. President—
I am not at all sure about it, except
that I recall it has been brought to my
attention—that he is a southerner, that
his father before him was a southerner,
a southern minister, and that his grand-
father was also a resident of the South.

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr, President——

Mr. MEAD. I stated at the very be-
ginning that I was proceeding hastily
to finish my remarks, that I was going
to make observations in reference to cer-
tain statements and allegations which
had been made, and when the bill comes
before the Senate for a vote, I shall
yield promptly and liberally, if I have
opportunity to do so.
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Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a question?

Mr. MEAD, Mr. President, I ask that
I have order. Is the President pro tem-
pore going to enforce the rule? I am
sorry I have to bring this fo the atten-
tion of my colleagues a second or a third
time,

The vice presidents of the organiza-
tion are Paul Cristopher, Tennessee, re-
gional director, CIO; Roscoe Dugnee,
Oklahoma City, editor of the Black Dis-
patch; Mrs. Clifford Durr, Alexandria;
Va., vice chairman of the National Com-
mittee To Abolish the Poll Tax; Metho-
dist Bishop Paul B. EKern, Tennessee;
William Miteh, United Mine Workers;
and Hollis V. Reid, Brotherhood of Loco-
motive Firemen and Enginemen.

Mr, President, this organization is
made up of residents of Southern States,
individuals who hold responsible assign-
ments to which they have been elected
.or selected by rather large representative
bodies in the Southern States, and it oc-
curs to me that when they submit their
observations on legislation to the Sen-
ate they ought not to be held up to ridi-
cule, there ought not to be allegations
made that they are communistic, and it
occurs to me that we would be better
sports if we would just let the record
stand if we could not say anything very
good about them., -

Mr. President, I desire to insert in the
REecorp at this point, in order to expedite
the progress of the debate, some edi-
torials on the FEPC. This editorial com-
ment was made during the war, when
FEPC was in the full vigor of its influ-
ence with sufficient appropriations to
carry out the purposes of the agency as it
was set up by the late, lamented President
Roosevelt. I shall not take time to read
them, but I want to say that the south-
ern press is represented in a very sub-
stantial way in support of the FEFC.

I should like to have printed in the
REcorp an editorial from the Birming-
ham (Ala.) Age-Herald; one from the St.
Louis (Mo.) Post-Dispatch; one from
the Salisbury (N. C.) Post; one from the
Durham (N. C.) Herald—I shall not
name the newspapers of New York and
other States—an editorial from the Ashe-
ville (N. C.) Citizen; another one from
the Birmingham (Ala,) Age-Herald; an-
other from the Durham (N. C.) Herald;
another from the Knoxville (Tenn.)
News-Sentinel.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carclina.
Mr. President, unless they are read into
the Recorp, I shall object.

Mr, MEAD., Mr. President, then they
will not go in the Recorp, because I
shall not delay the progress of this legis-
lation by reading them.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
jection is heard.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I regret
that objection has been made. At a
later date, when the Senate is a little
more liberal with us, I shall have them
printed in the Recorp, if I can.

Here is an article I shall read. I think
it is important. I would have asked to
have it inserted in the Recorp, but per-
haps I would not be able to secure the
opportunity to have it printed at this
point in the Recorp. The arlicle is from

Ob-
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Time magazine, and the title is “What
Color Is Death?” It is as follows:

When a fiu epldemic hit Georgia in 1938,
it feiled the only available white doctor in
Jasper and Putnam Countles, left hundreds
of his rural patients with one hard-to-
swallow recourse. They had to call on gentle
Dr. Frederick D. Funderburg, a Negro phy=-
sician. Working virtually around the clock,
Dr. Funderburg attended as many as 60 white
patients a day, succeeded in checking the
epidemie.

Convinced of his skill, grateful whites have
been calling on him ever since with all sorts
of ailments. The relationship between a
Negro doctor and white Georgians was awk-
ward at first, but Dr. Funderburg’s compe-
tence has won him respect. Now 57, he
shuttles busily between modest frame ofiices
in both counties, where whites walt their
turn along with Negroes. Among white peo-
ple who visit him regularly are a bank offi«
cial, a school teacher, several members of
prominent Georgia families.

With a new flu season, Dr, Funderburg was
not the only Negro who was overcoming prej-
udice with skill. Many a white southerner,
unable to get his regular doctor, was turning
to a Negro for help.

Tall, spare Dr. Joseph B, Gllbert, 47, who
practices in Georgia's Franklin and Hart
Counties, got his start in 1937. He was asked
to see a 60-year-old victim of pneumonia
whose white doctor was ill. Frightened but
confident, Dr. Gilbert pulled his patient
through. He has since treated whites con-
tinually, delivered eight white babies.

In the little aristocratic town of Beaufort,
8. C., brisk, 46-year-old Dr. Montgomery P.
Kennedy has been at it even longer. A spe-
cialist in obstetrics, he handled his first white
case—a woman with a postchildbirth hem-
orrhage—in 1930. - He estimates that he has
since delivered 85 white bables. With the
local white doctors, he says, he gets along
“4ust fine, except for one Connecticut
Yankee.”

My, President, I em not the author of
this article. It was published in Time
magazine. It may be completely ac-
curate, it may be in error in some detail;
but it goes to show that prejudice has no
place when mankind and the problems
of mankind, such as the one we are now
considering, the right to work, the right
to support our families, the right to keep
body and soul together, are at stake. The
article goes to show that we are making
progress in the North and in the South,
in the East and in the West, and it oc-
curs to me that that progress can ‘be ac-
celerated by the enactment of this pro-
posed legislation, which will create a lim-
ited authority that by the exercise of
diplomacy, by the exercise of justice and
of reason, will cut down the occasions of
disecrimination and eliminate the prob-
lems that have from time to time stirred
up racial antipathy.

Mr. President, as I said when I began,
I have given voice to what I thought were
some general objections to the hill, and to
some specific objections to the bill, and
I have stated my interpretation of the bill
contravening those objections. I did
not intend that any of them should be
specific. I wanted them to apply gener-
ally. I wanted to aid in my limited way
those who are considering whether they
will vote for or against the bill, in arriv-
ing at a decision.

Mr. President, when the bill finally
comes before the Senate for discussion I
shall be more specific, but I wanted to be
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brief on this occasion, and therefore I
have endeavored to be as general as I
could.

Mr. President, the goal of 60,000,000
jobs after reconversion presents another
problem which is related to the pending
measure. That goal will never be
achieved if we fail to grant equal oppor-
tunity to all our citizens, as we did during
the war, and as provided for in the Con-
stitution of the United States.

The postwar period will prove to be a
trying one. I am sure we all admit that.
Not only must we close up the wounds of
war, we must also untangle the almost
unbelievably complicated economic prob-
lems caused by war. Foremost among
these is the question of economic equality
and opportunity. This can only be
achieved by sound and forthright legis-
lation by the Congress. Moreover, as we
reconverf to peace we must remember
that we cannot permit conversion to na-
tional bigotry, religious discrimination,
and racial prejudice. Without equal op-
portunity for all our people, we will
neither achieve our full economic
strength nor realize the happiness and
spiritual well-being, without which the
world cannot long remain at peace.

With respect to the economic side, we
all know that a sound civilian economy is
an absolufe essential in waging a war,
particularly a long war. It is always de-
sirable to permit the highest levels of
civilian production consistent with ob-
taining the war material required for
combat action and military training.
This is an even more important consid-
eration as the reconversion period pro-
gresses as it is today. We now have a
direct obligation to our returning sol-
diers and sailors and war workers to
provide them with jobs and decent living
conditions, a task that can be accom-
plished only if civilian production is re-
sumed quickly and on a large, national
scale.

About 17,000,000 people are engaged
in manufacturing and mining pursuits.
Failure to provide work for even a small
fraction of this number would have the
most serious consequences if it existed
for an appreciable length of time,

We are determined, now that the war
is over, that we shall not witness a de-
pression which will result in our return-
ing veterans and war workers being un-
employed.

We know that the period between the
cancellation of war contracfs and the
complete resumption of civilian activities
will be most difficult. But we also know
that the resources of the Nation in ma-
terials, manpower, plant facilities, and
purchasing power are sufficient to sus-
tain an economy of a finer and better
type than we ever enjoyed before the
war,

A period of prolonged unemployment
would induce people to cut down their
purchases of consumer goods at the very
time when their buying should increase
and investments should be made for
working capital. If the public should sit
tight and wait until they know whether
unemployment will last indefinitely, a
period of hand-to-mouth buying would
result. This in turn would cause re-
trenchment which would have far-reach-
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ing consequences even worse than the
dizzy spiraling effect of inflation.

We have won complete military vic-
tory. We .are now beginning the fight
for maximum peace production. To win
it we must promote the same national
unity we achieved in war and the same
extensive utilization of the Nation’s man-
power,

Therefore, the problem of discrimina-
tion in employment stems from the basic
fact that the full utilization of the Na-
tion’s manpower is as great a problem in
peace as it is in war. When discrimina-
tion is practiced in employment against
properly qualified persons for reasons of
race, color, creed, or ancestry, it de-
prives us of the fullest measure of our
production potential. It lowers the
standard of living. It reduces purchas-
ing power and in general it retards eco-
nomic progress. Surely it interferes
with maximum employment.

Of all forms of discrimination, the type
affecting economic livelihood is perhaps
the most serious. It strikes at the very
right to survival, since it deprives & man
of the opportunity of making a living for
himself and his family.

During the war there have been plenty
of jobs and everywhere we heard talk
of manpower shortages. But what will
we do when jobs are not so plentiful?
Are we going to sit by and wait for bit-
ter competition to break out again and
allow the evil hand of prejudice to close
up outlets for the skills and abilities of
our minority groups? Is it not wiser
to act now and plan ahead, laying the
foundation for genuine equality of op-
portunity for all groups that make up
this great country?

Under Senate bill 101 management is
left free to determine, as it always has,
its own hiring, promotion, and discharge
policies so long as tlere is no arbitrary
diserimination because of race, color,
creed, or national origin. Also labor
unions remain free to manage their af-
fairs in their own way, provided they
do not deny the advantages of union
membership and collective bargaining for
reasons of race, color, creed, or national
origin. But let us bear in mind that
the FEPC does not attempt to outlaw
prejudice. Prejudice is a human emo-
tion and cannot by mere legisiation be
removed from the heart and mind of
mankind. But Senate bill 101 does try to
prevent overt acts of discrimination in
employment and surely that is only just
and right.

The Declaration of Independence is
a statement of the basic principles of
democracy, political and economic. The
Constitution of the United States, with
the Bill of Rights and the Civil War
amendments, has embodied the political
democracy of America. It is not yet
fully realized, but its essential working
is guaranteed. The permanent FEPC,
as embodied in Senate hill 101, consti-
tutes the implementation of our political
democracy with industrial democracy.
It is the long-awaited evidence that
American democracy has come of age
and that here in these United States we
shall practice what the world hopes will
eventually be realized—an equality of op-
portunity for men of all races, creeds,
and origins.
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Mr. President, we must see to it that
this issue of economic opportunity is de-
termined by /the Congress. We cannot
be fully satisfied that we are carrying out
the philosophy of the Atlantic Charter
or the “four freedoms,” one of which is
freedom from want, if we do not endeavor
to the best of our abilify to set an ex-
ample for the world, and strive to elimi-
nate the causes of discrimination in eco-
nomic opportunity by setfing up an in-
strumentality of government, guided by
the Chief Executive and carefully sup-
ported, as the years go on, by recurring
appropriations by Congress. It will be
an agency in which I think we will take
justifiable pride. It will be an agency
which will have to report to us at fre-
quent stated intervals. It will have to
come before our committees and go into
detail as to the record which it has made
in order to secure recurring appropria-
tions.

Mr. President, in the course of my com-
paratively brief talk this afterncon I
hope that I have in nowise offended the
feelings of any of my colleagues or said
anything derogatory of any citizen of the
United States, or any organization with
which he may happen to be afiiliated. I
trust that I have kept within the rule.
Surely I have meant no wrong, and I am
thankful that I have had this oppor-
tunity to discuss the bill, answering, in
the course of this rather brief talk, some
of the general objections.

Mr. President, I subscribe to the tenets
of this measure. In doing so, it occurs
to me that I ought to be as considerate
of my colleagues, of my fellow citizens,
and of the membership of the other
House of Congress as I can possibly be.

I yield the floor, in the hope that at
another opportunity I shall have occa-
sion to discuss with my colleagues the
various objections which they may have
thought of from time to time in connec-
tion with my talk.

Mr. RUSSELL and Mr., CHAVEZ ad-
dressed the Chair. !

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does
the Senator from New York yield; and if
s0, to whom?

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I wish to
yield the floor as an example of that con-
duct which I hope will become popular
here, 5o that we may get down to the
bottom of the question when the measure
is before the Senate.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. MEAD. I yield for a brief ques-
tion.

Mr. CHAVEZ. I believe that the Sen-
ator from New York made his main point
in reference to the philosophy of the bill
when he called the attention of the Sen~
ate to the fact that the bill represents the
philosophy of a democracy as outlined by
the Declaration of Independence and by
the Constitution of the United States. I
now ask if the point made by the Sena-
tor from New York fits in with the great
idea which has been developed of late in
the United States, of molding the mind
of a little child along the lines of what
America means when he swears alle-
giance to the flag?

I pledge alleglance to the fiag of the United
States of America, and to the Republic for

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

which it stands, one Nation, indivisible, with
liberty and justice for all.

How does that fit the philosophy of
this bill?

Mr. MEAD. My distinguished col-
league has presented the question better
than I rould.

Mr, RUSSELL. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. MEAD, 1 yield for a brief question
or observation.

Mr. RUSSELL., I wish to ask the Sen-
ator some questions,

Mr. MEAD. I shall ke glad to yield
for a question; but I am .ot going to
yield for a series of interrogations unless
my colleague from Georgia will assist me
in bringing the bill before the Senate.

Mr. RUSSELL. Of course, the Sena-
tor from New York is wholly within his
rights in taking that position. I have
been undertaking to defend the rights
of Senators on this floor for several days,
so I certainly shall not complain. I
understeod the Senator from New York
to say at the outset of his remarks that
he did not wish to be interrupted. That
is a rather unusual request.

Mr. MEAD. Ishall be glad to yield for
a question, but I will not yield for a series
of interrogations which will delay the
time when the bill will be considered. I
yield to the Senator from Georgia for a
question.

Mr. RUSSELL. If the Senator will
yield for questions, I shall be happy to
phrase them as questions, One or two
issues were presented by the Senator
from New York which I should like to
discuss with him.

Mr. MEAD. The Senator will have
ample opportunity to discuss them with
me at great length if he will aid me in
bringing the bill before the Senate.

Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator from
New York has been discussing the bill
for a considerable time without its being
before the Senate.

Mr, MEAD. The Senator from New
York has discussed the bill for approxi-
mately an hour. Those on the other side
have been discussing the bill for approxi-
mately a week.

Mr. RUSSELL. I am not complain-
ing at the length of time the Senator
consumed in discussing the bill. He
made a very eioguent appeal to the
emotions, upon which all the appeals in
behalf of this legislation have been based.
I enjoyed hearing him. I listened to
every word he said. He made a very elo-
quent appeal to the emotions.

The Senator from New York has de-
clined to discuss the questions which
have been raised, but he certainly seems
to base his refusal on rather specious
grounds. After speaking for an hour,
he says that he will not debate the mat-
ter further unless the bill is before the
Senate. He has that right.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I trust that
my position will aid in expediting con-
sideration of the bill. That is the only
thought I have in mind.

Mr. RUSSELL. It seems to me that
the same amount of time would be con-
sumed whether the bill were under con-
sideration or whether the pending ques=
tion were a parliamentary motion relat-
ing to the Journal., The time of the
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Senate would be consumed, whatever
might be the parliamentary situation,

Mr. O'DANIEL obtained the floor.

Mr. RUSSELL, Mr, President, without
jeopardizing the rights of the Senator
from Texas to the floor, I ask that for a
quorum call, Senators should be present.
Those of us who are opposing the bill are
required to remain in the Chamber, and
I believe that the proponents of fhe bill
should be present.

The FRESIDENT pro tempore. Does
the Senator from Texas yield for that
purpose?

Mr. O'DANIEL. Iyield for any purpose
the Senator from Georgia desires.

Mr. RUSSELL. I suggest the absence
of a quoruin.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
clerk will call the roll.

Mr. CHAVEZ, Mr. President, a parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
Senator will state it,

Mr. CHAVEZ. 1 thought the Ssnator
had asked unanimous consent, and that
the Chair would put the request.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the
Chair understood, the Senator from
Georgia suggested the absence of a
quorum.

Mr. RUSSELL, 1 did, Mr, President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There-
upon the Chair directed that the roll be
called.

Mr. CHAVEZ. 1 misunderstood. I
thought the Senator from Georgia had
asked unanimous consent.

Mr. RUSSELL. No; I suggested the
absence of a quorum. 1If is still a consti-
tutional right to suggest the absence of a
quorum. The Constitution mentions a
quorum, and the right to suggest a
quorum cannot be abolished by a point of
order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the
following Senators answered to their
names:

The

The

The

Alken Hatch Myers
Austin Hickenlooper O’Daniel
Bailey Hill Revercomb
Bankhead Hoey Robertson
Barkley Huffman Russell
Bilbo Johnson, Colo. Saltonstall
Brewster Johnston, 8. C. Shipstead
Briggs Langer Smith
Butler McCarran Stanfill
Byrd McClellan Thomas, Utah
Chavez McFarland Tobey
Cordon McKellar Tydings
Donnell MceMahon Wherry
Eastland Maybank White
Ellender Mead Wiley
Ferguson Millikin Willis
Gerry Morse Young
Hart Murray

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-

three Senators have answered to their
names. A quorum is present.

Mr. O'DANIEL. Mr. President, I wish
to assert at the beginning of my remarks
that I am opposed to the FEFC. I also
wish to make it clear that I congratulate
the little group of Southern Democratic
Members of the Senate who are en-
deavoring to save what is left of our
democracy and our constitutional form
of Government. I am glad to note that
as a result of the roll call which has just
been had, there are now a few more Sen-
ators present in the Chamber. There
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have been very few here in the Chamber
today, although while they were absent
splendid words of wisdom were spoken
which I wish they might have heard.
However, whether Senators had re-
sponded to the roll call or not I should
be very happy in noting the audience in
the gallery, and especially the mixed au-
dience of white and colored folk. Their
presence makes me feel at hoine. During
my campaigns in Texas some pretty large
crowds attended the meetings which were
held, and the colored folk were present
as well as white folk, They seemed to
enjoy the entertainment just as much as
did the white folk. I certainly enjoyed
their presence. Of course, the colored
folk in Texas may vote if they wish to do
so, but many of them do not vote. I may
also say that many white folk do not vote
in Texas. We have the poll tax in that
State and it costs $1.75 for a person to
vote. If some of our white folk do not
wish to vote, they do not vote. Some
of them think that it is not worth $1.75
to vote. But, anyway, whether they vote
or not, the colored people in Texas used
to come to our gatherings and hear what
we had to say. They had been used to
listening to the professional politicians in
Texas and when they were enabled to
come to a gathering and listen to a per-
son who was making a good, honest cam-
paign, they took advantage of the oppor-
tunity. I did not get the votes of those
colored people, but I received their pray-
ers. I want everyone to know that I
appreciated the prayers of the colored
folk as much as I_appreciated the votes
of the white folk.

Mr. President, I was born in the
North. I chose Texas as the State of
my residence on my own Welition. I did
not happen to be a Southerner by birth.
I paid my railroad fare and went to
Texas. I am glad that I did so, because
T believe that the State of Texas is the
greatest State of the Union. I believe
the section of America covered by the
State of Texas is the greatest section on
earth. Nothing that I might say in favor
of Texas could truly be said to be brag-
ging, or exaggeration, because no exag-
gerated statement could be made with
reference to that State. Texas is a won-
derful State. I make that statement so
that anything I say against the FEPC
will not be construed as an infringement
of the rights of the colored race.  In the
South we like the colored folk and they
like us. "Each of us keeps his place. I
do not know what we would do without
them or they without us. We get along
well, but we do not live together. We
do not marry each other, The colored
people in Texas are proud of their race.
They are just as proud of their race as
the white people are proud of their race.
1 say, “Every man for his own country;
every man for his own race, without in-
fringing upon the rights of others.”

That is the reason, Mr, President, that
America has grown as it has grown dur-
ing the past 150 years of its existence up
until the time the New Deal took hold
Every Ameriean citizen, whether he was
white or black, had equal opportunities,
equal rights, and equal privileges. If
the New Deal thinks that it can im-
prove upon that situation, it is mistaken
because America, at the time the New
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Deal took over, was the greatest Nation
on the face of the earth, I regret that
a small group of Scuthern Desmocratic
Senators are mixed with some other
Demoeratic Senators who are not of the
same type, not of the Jeffersonian phi-
losophy.

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. O'DANIEL. 1 yield.

Mr. EASTLAND. If I understand the
Senator correctly, he is an anti-New
Dealer. Am I correct?

Mr. O'DANIEL. If 1 did not make
that implication clear, I am glad to say
that I am against the New Deal. T am
a Democrat. Practically all Democrats
of whom I know are against the New
Deal. Some people are and have been
misled under the banner of the Demo-
cratic Party and led to believe that the
party was practicing the philosophy of
Jefferson, but in reality it was practicing
the philosophy of the New Deal. I am
an anti-New Dealer and an anti-FEPC’er.

The colored folk have been deceived
so much that they like to know the truth.
I know that when I was campaigning
down in Texas the professional poli-
ticians there had gotiten the State into
terrible shape by creating a large public
debt. We had a constitutional amend-
ment which prevented a public debt in
Texas, but the professional politicians
found a way to get around tlLat amend-
ment. They did not call it a “public
debt”; they called it a “deficit.” That
is a nice word, “deficit.” Evervone in
Texas is intelligent, and the people know
what “deficit” means, but they did not
pay much attention to it. It did not
arouse their ire so much then as it did
when I got into the campaign and told
them that the professional politicians
had been writing “hot” checks on the
State treasury to the tune of about
twenty-five or thirty million- dollars.
They got their dander up right then.
They would put up with a deficit, but
they did not like the idea of professional
politicians in the statehouse writing
“hot” checks, when if any common
citizen wrote a “hot” check he would
be put in the penitentiary.

Mr, CHAVEZ. Mor. President, will the
Senator yield for a brief question?

Mr. O'DANIEL. I yield to the Senator
for a brief question, or any other kind
of question.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Were the politicians to

whom the Senator refers Democrats or

New Dealers?

Mr, O'DANIEL. They were mostly
New Dealers, I am sorry to say, some of
them cross-breeds. But when we call
anything by its right name, most people
understand it, so they understood when
I told them the politicians had been
writing “hot” checks, which is what they
were doing. When they did not have the
money in the treasury, they would write
checks to pay State bills, but whoever
received one of the checks would have o
hold it until the money was available in
the treasury, or discount the check.

After I became Governor, I recom-
mended e constitutional amendment
which would prevent State officials from
writing ‘“hot” checks on the State treas-
ury. Of course, the people ratified the
amendment as soon as it was submitted

_guage, just plain Texas language.,
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to them, although it was opposed by the
New Deal Democratic commitiee in
Texas prior to the election. But the
people there are smart. They know
what they want.

Whenever the Legislature of Texas
makes an appropriation, before the ap-
propriation bill goes to the Governor for
his approval, it must go to the State
comptroller, who much attach an affi-
davit to the bill that the money with
which to pay the appropriation will be
on the barrel head. If he does not at-
tach his certificate, the bill does not go
to the Governor, it goes back to the legis-
lature, and it has to pass a tax bill to
raise the money, or cut down the ap-
propriation,

So Texas is not going the New Deal
route, getting in debt head over heels. I
wish we had a law in the Federal Gov-
ernment like the Texas law. We would
not be in debt $275,000,000,000 or $300,-
000,000,000 if we had a law like that on
the Federal statute books. I am not
bragging about Texas, I am telling the
facts. :

It pays to tell the truth, and I want to
tell the colored folk of this Nation that
this FEPC is not an economic question
at all, regardless of what it may have
been called on the floor of the Senate.
It is purely and simply a trick to try to
steal the votes of the northern Negroes.
It is a contest between the morthern
Republicans and the northern Democrats
to steal the Negro votes. That is what
it is in plain, ordinary language. Almost
everyone understands that kind of lan-
How-
ever, I have not gotten down to plain
Texas language yet. That would not be
permitted on the floor of the Senate; it
would have to be used ouvtside,

It is against the rules of the Senate
to impugn the motives of any other Sen-
ator, and I do not intend to do that; 1
wish to obey the rules of the Senate. I
may refer to some of the bills which are
introduced in the Senate, but I am not
going to impugn the motives of any Sen~
ator who supports the kind of hill T am
going to call the hill before us, because
I want to obey the rules of the Senate.
If I should say anything which might
sound as if I were speaking about any
Member of the Senute, it would be purely
coincidental.

Mr. President, I think I can describe
the bill better by telling a story. T is
reported that a few years ago in one
of the Northern States a group of bad
white boys threw a skunk info a Negro
camp meeting. It created gquite a stir.
The good brethren tried to throw the
skunk out, just as the good hrethren
here are trying to throw this FEPC bill
out. I would not exactly say they threw
a skunk into the Senate, but I will say
that when they threw this FEPC bill in,
they threw in something which stinks
worse than a skunk. Why do they call
it 8. 101? There may be some signifi-
cance in the “S" which precedes the
“101-”

Many have been wondering, ever since
the episode of those white boys throw-
ing the skunk into the Negro camp meet-
ing, what happened to those white boys
after they grew up. The supposition
might be that they became politicians
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and were elected to some great legislative
body.

Mr. President, the Senators who spon-
sor or support the Unfair Employment
Practice Commission bill may be sin-
cere. I do not say they are not sincere.
I knew a girl once who was sincere, and
she married a cruel beast of a man. She
did not know what he was until after
she was married. She made a mistake.
So we will find out what this FEPC hill
is if it ever should beceme a law, which
God forbid,

My mail indicates that many sound-
thinking people recognize that the ques-
tion raised by this bill is not an economic
problem, but is purely political. As I
stated a while ago, it is a contest between
certain office seekers to get Negro votes.

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, will
the Sznator yield for a question?

Mr. ODANIEL, I am glad to yield
to the Senator from Mississippi.

Mr. EASTLAND. Does the distin-
guished Senator know that a few nights
ago, on the night of January 17, at a
meeting held at the Asbury Methodist
Church in the city of Washington, at
Eleventh and K Streets, a meeting en-
titled “To Save FEPC,” the principal
speaker was one Benjamin J. Davis, a
Negro Communist councilman from the
city of New York, and that in his speech
he stated that the agitation for FEPC
was coming from Moscow, and what did
they care if Moscow got them the FEPC?

Mr. O'DANIEL. No, I did not know
that; but I am firmly convinced that the
philosophy of this FEPC hill is purely
communistic, and I should not be sur-
prised to learn that it originally came
from Moscow., However, as I have
stated, I do not claim that everyone who
supports the bill is communistic.

Mr. EASTLAND. The point was that
the agitation and the driving power were
being directed from Moscow.

Mr., O'DANIEL. I think the whole
thing was generated in Moscow and that
everything emanating from Moscow is a
part of the program to overthrow our
American form of government.

Mr. President, it may not be unfair
practice for professional politicians to
fight verbally for votes, but it certainly
is unfair practice to misbrand a bill.
This bill is certainly misbranded. It is
strictly an unfair employment practice
bill, erroneously labeled a fair employ-
ment practice bill.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. ODANIEL. I yield for a question.

Mr. WHERRY. Did I understand the
Senator from Mississippi to say that this
fair employment practice bill originated
in Moscow?

Mr. EASTLAND, No.

Mr, WHERRY., Just what did the
Senator say?

Mr. EASTLAND. I stated that on the
night of January 17 a meeting was held
at Asbury Methodist Church, in the city
of Washington, a church located at the
corner of Eleventh and K Streets, a meet-
ing called for the purpose of saving
FEPC; that one Benjamin J. Davis, a
Negro Communist city councilman of the
city of New York, stated there that the
agitation for FEPC was being directed
from Moscow, and what did the audience
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care if Moscow secured for them the
FEPC

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Texas yield to me so I may
ask the Senator from Mississippi a ques-
tion?

Mr. O'DANIEL, I am glad to yield to
the Senator from New Mexico so he may
ask a question of the Senator from Mis-
sissippi?

Mr. CHAVEZ. Has the Senator from
Mississippi reached the point now where
he has faith in the statement of a Negro?

Mr. EASTLAND. I simply stated that
that statement was made on that occa-
sion by the councilman from the cify of
New York. I know thai communism
breeds on strife and discord, and be-
cause I know that it attempts to array
race against race and religion against
religion and class against class and bring
disunity into any country, so that it can
in the chaos which it has created take
control, I am absolutely confident that
the driving power here comes from the
Communist Party.

Mr. CHAVEZ, And the statement was
made by a Negro?

Mr. EASTLAND. The statement that
I related was made on that occasion by
the Negro Communist councilman of the
city of New York.

Mr. CHAVEZ. So the Senafor has
reached the point where he believes the
statement of a Negro Communist coun-
cilman from New York?

Mr. EASTLAND. As I told the dis-
tinguished Senator, I know that all this
agitation and arraying of race against
race and class against class and religion
against religion and person against per-
son, and creating strife and turmoil, is
the communistic way of taking control
of any area. I know that that is what
is happening in this country, and this
measure has all the earmarks of being a
part of that plot.

Mr. O'DANIEL. I may say further to
the Senator from New Mexico, although
he did not direct his question to me, that
I would rather take the word of a
colored man who is being robbed of his
vote than I would the word of a white
man who was stealing the colored man's
vote by trickery.

Mr. CHAVEZ. I was asking the Sen-
ator from Mississippi whether he had
reached the point in life where he had
confidence in the statement of a so-
called Negro Communist from the city
of New York.

Mr. EASTLAND, I think the Com-
munist Negro Councilman Davis was
telling the fruth on that occasion.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Texas yield for another
question?

Mr. O'DANIEL. Yes, I am glad to
yield to my friend the Senator from Ne-
braska, because I realize that he is at
heart against this kind of legislation, but
because of his Republican label, he is
going along with the boys. I think he
is one of the finest Senators in the Sen-
ate, and I want to “brag on him.”

Mr. WHERRY. With that very flat-
tering testimonial I should like to aszk
another question of the distinguished
Senator from Mississippi.

Mr. O’'DANIEL. The Senator has my
permission.
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Mr, WHERRY. It came to my aften-
tion today in the way of information re-
layed to my office, that this bill was spon-
sored by the Political Action Committee
of the CIO. Does the Senator care to
make an observation on that subject, in-
asmuch as he has answered another ques-
tion I asked? I should like to have the
Senator go on record, if he has an obser-
vation to make in reference to that ques-
tion, because I think these things ought
to be brought out into the open, and if
this bill is sporisored by the CIO Political
Action Committee we should know it.

Mr. EASTLAND. In my opinion CIO
is communistic. In my judgment the
Political Action Committee of the CIO is
merely an arm of the Communist Party.
I know that the PAC—I say I know—I
have seen the figures to the effect that
the PAC was alined officially with 147
Communist front organizations. I am
advised that that is true by employees of
the Un-American Activities Committee,
When I speak of communism and the Po-
litical Action Committee of the CIO, 1
think they are one and the same thing,
There are millions of good, loyal Ameri-
cans who belong to the CIO, but its lead-
ership is communistic and its leadership
is rotten to the core, and I think it is
bent upon destroying America.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Texas yield for one
more question?

Mr. O'DANIEL. I am glad to yield fo
the Senator from Nebraska for that pur-
pose.

Mr. WHERRY. I appreciate the an-
swer made by the distinguished Senator
from Mississippi. I should like to ask
him another question. In connection
with his activities in investigating this
proposed legislation can the Senator put
his finger on a member of the Political
Action Committee who has actually
sponsored the legislation and is promot-
ing it in the Halls of the Capitol Build-
ing?

Mr. EASTLAND, Of course represent-
atives of the PAC——

Mr. CHAVEZ. I think I can answer,
if the Senator from Texas will permif
me.

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, the
Senator from Nebraska asked me the
question.

Mr. O'DANIEL. Mr. President, I yield-
ed to the Senator from Misgissippi to
answer the question.

Mr. EASTLAND. Of course no repre-
sentative of the PAC would call on the
Senator from Mississippi, but the news-
papers are full of information that it
is sponsored by them. I read their news-
papers. I read their periodicals, When
1 see the activities of some of our friends
‘here iz no doubt in my mind about it.

Mr. WHERRY. I want to thank the
Senator for his answer. I should like to
ask another question, this time of the
Senator from New Mexico, if the Sen-
ator from Texas will yield for that pur-
pose.

Mr. O'DANIEL. Certainly; I am glad
to yield to the Senator from Nebraska
in order that he may ask a question of
the Senator from New Mezxico, the au-
thor of the bill.
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Mr, WHERRY. I want to ask if the
Senator from New Mexico knows any
member of PAC who has been identified
as the representative of that commitiee
of the CIO in sponsoring this legislation?

Mr. CHAVEZ. I do not know one sin-
gle member of the PAC as such. I do
know that representatives of the CIO, as
such, appeared before the committee and
spoke in favor of the bill.. I also know
that representatives of the American
Federation of Labor appeared before the
committee in favor of the bill. I do not
know a single man connected with the
PAC. Not a single member of it appeared
before the committee.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr, President, will the
Senator again yield?

Mr. O'DANIEL. I yield to the Senator
from Nebraska.

Mr. WHERRY. I am naot a proponent
of this measure, but I have gone along,
as Senators know, to expedite the mat-
ter. I should like to ask the dis-
tinguished Senator, if it is not too per-
sonal a question, if he drafted the pend-
ing legislation? =

Mr. CHAVEZ, That is a fair question
and I will answer it. I drafted this legis-
lation, yes; with as much honesty and
as much sincerity of purpose as any
legislation that has been drafted with
the cooperation of the Senator from
Nebraska.

Mr. WHERRY. And to the Senator’s
knowledge in drafting the legislation it
had no connection with any suggestion
made by members of PAC, representative
of the CIO?

Mr. CHAVEZ. Except as they might
have belonged to the CIO.

Mr. WHERRY. I understand that.

Mr. CHAVEZ. So far as labor organi-
zations were concerned CIO appeared
before the committee and festified in
the presence of the Senator from Ver-
mont [Mr. Aixen], who cannot be ac-
cused of being a Communist any more
than can the Senator from Mississippi;
in the presence of the Senator from
Kansas [Mr. CappErl; in the presence
of many other Senators. Not only that,
I do not care what Senators tell me, but
Bishop G. Bromley Oxnam, of the Fed-
erated Churches of Christ in America,
is not a Communist, and he appeared be-

fore the commitiee. No one accuses him .

of being a Communist. Members of al-
most every other denomination ap-
peared before the committee. Let me
tell the Senator from Nebraska, with the
indulgence of the Senator from Texas,
if he will permit me——

Mr. O'DANIEL. I am glad to.

Mr. CHAVEZ. The redeeming feature,
the real thing that inspired us to vote
to report this bill was that for the first
time in the history of legislation we did
not have a divided clergy. We had the
Protestant, the Catholic, the Jew, and
the unbeliever fighting for democracy, as
we understand it in America. Repre-
sentatives of practically all religions
appeared before the committee and testi-
fied.

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield to me for a guestion?

Mr. O'DANIEL. I yield.

Mr. EASTLAND. The Senator from
New Mexico said there was not a divided
clergy in connection with this bill. I
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should like to read to the Senator a letter
from the American Council of Christian
Churches, 15 Park Row, New York 7,
N. Y. The letter is dated January 25,
1946, and is as follows:

DEeAR SENATOR EAsTLAND: Permit this or-
ganization to volce a very earnest protest
against the fair employment practice bill,
which, if passed, would result in distressing
regimentation.

The attached resolution will, we hope, be of
interest to you. It has been gratifying to
see the wisdom and courage of southern
Senators in particular who are opposing the
measure. If representatives of this council
could be of any service sitting with commit-
tees, or in any other way, in blocking the
passage of this undersirable bill, they would
be only too glad to go to Washington for
that purpose.

Cordially yours,
Wn. HARLLEE BOEDEAUX,
General Secretary.

This is a copy of the resolution unani-
mously adopted by the American Council
of Christian Churches meeting at St.
Louis, October 1945:

We oppose passage of the national fair
employment practice bill. This is basically
a spiritual problem. We hope that the is-
sues concerned will be given careful and
mature consideration by the Christian peo-
ple of the land.

The proposed legislation would abolish the
free labor market—

I ask Senators to mark that—

wouid abolish the free labor market and
take a long step toward the totalitarian
State. It attempts to force by law what can
only be secured by the patient processes of
education and growth. It is, therefore, sub-
versive to its alleged aims and will sharpen
rather than moderate racial differences.

I submit to the distinguished Sena-
tor from Texas that it is certainly true
that the passage of this bill will sharpen
rather than moderate racial differences.
The resolution continues:

From the strong support given this meas-
ure by Communists and left-wing forces—

I ask Senators to get that—

From the strong support given this meas-
ure by Communists and left wing forces,
whose technique is to stir up rather than to
solve racial problems, we conclude that they
desire to bring confusion into our national
life in an effort to supplant our free system
with Marxian totalism.

It Is our profound conviction that only as
men are born from abeve by the power of
God through faith in Jesus Christ will they
be able to live in completely right relations
with each other.

I submit to the distinguished Senator
from New Mexico that that is a resolu-
tion by one of ‘the greatest church or-
ganizations in the country. Certainly the
Senator cannot successfully contend that
there is no division among the clergy or

‘churches of the country over this biii.

Mr. CHAVEZ. 1 did not say that.
Mr. O'DANIEL. I thank the Senator.
I wish to call attention fo the fact that
not only does thic kind of legislation stir
up strife and increase animosity between
the various races but it is creating strife
and stirring up animosity and downright
hatred among people of the same race.
CONSIDERATION OF EXECUTIVE
CALENDAR
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Texas yield to me?
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Mr, O'DANIEL. I am glad to yield
with the understanding that unanimous
consent may *be granted that I shall not
lose the floor.

Mr. BARKLEY. Certainly.

Mr. ODANIEL. I yield with that con-
dition.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent, as in executive ses-
sion, for the consideration of the Execu-
tive Calendar at this time, without prej-
udice to the rights of the Senator from
Texas.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is
there objection to the request of the
Senator from Kentucky? The Chair
hears none.

First, the Chair wishes to lay before
the Senate certain messages from the
President of the United States,

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be-
fore the Senate messages from the Presi-
dent of the United States submitiing
sundry nominations, which were re-
ferred to the appropriate committees.

(For nominations this day received, see
the end of Senate proceedings.)

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
clerk will state the nominations on the
executive calendar.

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE

The legislation clerk read the nomina-
tion of Mrs. Eudochia Bell Smith to be
register of the land office at Denver,
Colo.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nomination is con-
firmed. :

WAR DEPARTMENT —ASSISTANT SECRE-
TARIES OF WAR

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Howard C. Pefersen to be Assist-
ant Secretary of War.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nomination is con-
firmed.

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of W. Stuart Symington to be As-
sistant Secretary of War.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nomination is con-
firmed.

THE TAX COGRT OF THE UNITED STATES

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Byron B. Harlan to be judge of
The Tax Court of the United States for
the unexpired term of 12 years from June
2, 1936.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nomination is con-
firmed.

UNITED STATES MARITIME COMMISSION

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Richard Parkhurst to be a8 mem-
ber of the United States Maritime Com-
mission.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nomination is con-
firmed.

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of John D. Hill to he United States
attorney for the northern distriet of
Alabama.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nomj.nazion is con-
firmed.

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Patrick J. Gilmore, Jr., to be
United States atforney for division No. 1
of Alaska.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nomination is con-
firmed.

UNITED STATES MARSHAL

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of August Klecka to be United States
marshal for the district of Maryland.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nomination is con-
firmed.

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Craig Pottinger to be collector
of customs for customs collection district
No. 26, with headquarters at Nogales,
Ariz,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nomination is con-
firmed.

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Louis T. Rocheleau to be collector
of customs for customs collection dis-
trict No. 5, with headquarters at Provi-
dence, R. 1.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nomination is con-
firmed.

SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM

The legislative clerk proceeded to read
sundry nominations in the Selective
Service System.

Mr. BARKLEY, I ask that the nomi-
nations in the Selective Service System
be confirmed en bloc.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nominations in the
Selective Service System are confirmed
en bloc.

UNITED STATES COAST GUARD

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of John H. Cornell to be commodore,
for temporary service in the United
State Coast Guard, to rank from Janu-
ary 1, 1946.

The PRESIDENT prc tempore. With-
out objection, the nomination is con-
firmed.

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of John S. Baylis to be commodore,
for temporary service in the United
States Coast Guard, to rank from Janu-
ary 1, 1946.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, With-
out objection, the nomination is con-
firmed.

THE ARMY

The legislative clerk proceeded to read
sundry nominations in the Army.

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the Army
nominations be confirmed en bloc.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the Army uominatwns are
confirmed en bloc,

FOREIGN SERVICE

The legislative clerk proceeded to read
sundry nominations in the foreign
service.

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the nomi-
nations in the foreign service be con-
firmed en bloe.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-

out objection, the nominations in the
foreign service are confirmed en bloc.

That completes the calendar.

Mr, BARKLEY. I ask that the Presi-
dent be immediately notified of all nom-
inations confirmed this day.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the President will be noti-
fied forthwith of all nominations con-
firmed today.

Mr. BARKLEY. I thank the Senator
from Texas.

Mr. O'DANIEL. Iam glad to have had
the opportunity to accommodate the
majority leader by yielding to him.
JOURNAL OF THURSDAY, JANUARY 17,

1946

The Senate resumed the consideration
of Mr. Hoey's motion to amend the
Journal of the proceedings of the Senate
of Thursday, January 17, 1946,

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. O'DANIEL. Just a moment, and
then I shall pe glad to yield again to the
Senator from Nebraska.

Mr. President, at the opening of my
remarks I stated that if one tells the
truth it accomplishes much more than
beating around the bush. It seems that
the few plain remarks which I have made
brought forth a great deal of discussion
directed to the very heart of the bill. I
appreciate the questions asked by the
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. WHERRY ] of
the Senator from' New MeXico [Mr.
Cuavez], in his honest endeavor to as-
certain whether or not the CIO, the PAC,
or the Communists had anything to do
with writing the bill,

For the purpose of clarifying the Rec-
orp, Mr. President, I invite attention to
the fact that the bill states on its face
that it was introduced by the Senator
from New Mexico [Mr. CeavEz] for him-
self, the Senator from California [Mr.
Downey], the Senator from New York
[Mr. Wagner], the Senator from Mon-
tana [Mr. Murray]l, the Senator from
Kansas [Mr. Carperl, the Senator from
North Dakota [Mr. Lancer ], and the Sen-~
ator from Vermont [Mr. Amxen]. I
would not wish to make any insinuations
whatever that any of the Senators whose
names appear on the bill as coauthors are
in any way connected with the Com-
munist party, the CIO, or the PAC. I
hope that no one will gain that impres-
sion. The bill was introduced in all sin-
cerity by the Senator from New Mexico
and his associates, and that is where I
wish to let the matter stand.

However, there are many who surmise
that, because of the intense interest man-
ifested by the Communists, the CIO, and
the PAC, the bill represents their philos-
ophy, although it migh thave been in-
nocently written by some of the finest
Members of this body. We all know—at
least I know, and many others know—
that the Communists and the CIO-PAC,
in their effort to undermine our great
constitutional form of government and
destroy it, are very clever. They try fo
hide behind this person and that person.
Some of them come out into the open,
but the instigators of the crime stay in
the background. They work in much the
same fashion as do the gophers in my sec-
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tion of the country. One can see the dirt
moved, but he cannot see the gopher, al-
though he knows he is there.

I now yield to the Senator from Ne-
braska.

Mr, WHERRY. Mr. President, I wish .
to thank the distinguished Senator from
Texas, and also the Senator from New
Mexico. These rumors are floating
around. We might as well get to the
heart of the question and ascertain the
truth. I wish to clear up the ques-
tion. I thank Sznators who partici-
pated in the discussion. I hope that if
there is anything else that can be added,
it will be added. The questions which I
have asked have come to me through
suggestions made by persons who have
come to my office and made certain alle-
gations. I believe that the proponents of
the measure have a perfect right to
stand on the floor of the Senate and
give us the facts about the proposed leg-
islation. I for one wished to know, and
I still wish to know, if this philosophy
has come from Moscow, and whether it
is introduced here by the Political Ac-
tion Committee of the CIO. I think we
have a right to know. I certainly agree
with the distinguished Senator from
Texas as to the ability and geood pur-
poses and intentions of the distinguished
Senator from New Mexico and those as-
sociated with him in introducing the bill.
However, I feel that a defense should be
made to the allegation, and that it
should be cleared up on the floor of the
United States Sznate,

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. O'DANIEL. I am glad to yield to
the distinguished Senator from New
Mexico with the understanding that I
do not lose the floor.

Mr. CHAVEZ. I wish to make a brief
observation,

The Senator from Nebraska has been
in public life long enough, and has been
a Member of this body for a sufficient
length -of time to know that any fair
question will be answered by any Sen-
ator on either side of the aisle. I have
no apologies to make for the part I took
in preparing the bill. I hope the Sena-
tor from Nebraska is not so naive as to
believe the rumors which are floating
around, which indicate a certain degree
of guilt in certain Members of this body.
No matter what the Senate does, there is
bound to be criticism from some quar-
ters. If the Senate passes a tax bill in
the best of faith, some Senator will be
accused of trying to protect someone.

Yesterday the Senator from Nebraska
made a fine address on an important
matter which should be discussed before
the American people; but there is no
doubt in my mind that someone some-
where will accuse the Senator of ulterior
motives. All we need to do is to be clear
in our own consciences, and let the
rumors take their course.

Mr. WHERRY. I hope the distin-
guished Senator will not misunderstand
me. The point was raised this afternoon
when I asked the question as to whether
or not the philosophy of the bill came
from Moscow. I believe the Senator will
recall that question.

Mr. CHAVEZ, Yes.
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Mr. WHERRY. Inasmuch as the ques-
tion has been raised by one of our most
distinguished Senators, I wish to know
the source of the rumors.

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. O'DANIEL, I yield to the Senator
from Mississippi.

Mr. EASTLAND. Let me tell the dis-
tinguished Senator from Nebraska that
while none of the authors of the bill has
any connection with communism, the
philosophy of the bill is certainly the
philosophy of Moscow; and if I can ob-
tain the floor before the debate is over
I intend to speak on that point.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Texas yield to me?

Mr. O'DANIEL. I yield to the Senator
from New Mexico for a guestion.

Mr. CHAVEZ. I wish my friend from
Mississippi would get to the point of not
believing rumors or coming to conclu-
sions with respect to philosophies on the
basis of rumors. So far as I am con-
cerned—and I am sure that I speak for
all the proponents of the bill and the ma-
jority of Senators, who would like to vote
for the bill—we have no desire whatever
to get away from the American system of
government. I could, if I were so in-
clined, reach conclusions on the basis of
statements made by persons who come to
my office. I know that they are wrong
when they accuse Senators who are op-
posing the bill of ulterior motives, when
they accuse them of opposing the bill not
because they are against communism, not
because they want to protect the Consti-
tution, but for political reasons. I do not
wish to believe that. I want to believe
that the Senator from Texas and the
Senator from Mississippi are fighting the
bill because they think it is wrong.

Mr. EASTLAND. Of course.

Mr. CHAVEZ., But do not accuse any-
one of being & Communist merely be-
cause he supports the bill. There are
plenty of rumors going around as to
why certain Senators are opposing the
bill: but it is not communistie.

Mr EASTLAND. Mr, President, will
the Sanator yield? :

Mr. O'DANIEL. I yield to the Sen-
ator from Mississippi.

Mr. EASTLAND. The Senator from
Mississippi is not accusing the Senator
from New Mexico or anyone else of ul-
terior motives in connection with the
bill. I know that the Senator from New
Mexico acted in good faith. However,
the fact remains that the philosophy of
depriving a man of the right of trial by
jury and of other great safeguards to
human liberty is the philosophy of Mos-
cow. The debate has proved that un-
der the terms of the bill American citi-
zens would be deprived of their liberties.
That is certainly the philosophy of Mos-
cow. Itisthe philosophy of totalitarian-
ism. It is the philosophy of the secret
star-chamber trials which we have seen
conducted in the Soviet Union.

The distinguished Senator from New
Mexico is acting in entire good faith.
He is honest and honorable. No one is
accusing him of ulterior motives. How-
ever, the fact remains that the bill re-
flects the philosophy of Moscow; and the
distinguished Senator from New Mexico
was one of the first proponents of the
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bill to admit the necessity of drafting
changes in his own measure.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President——

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Texas yield to me for
a moment, without prejudicing his right
to the floor?

Mr. O'DANIEL.

Mr. EASTLAND.
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does
the Senator from Texas yield for that
purpose?

Mr. O'DANIEL. I yield.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr, President, will the
Sznator withhold his request for a mo-
ment, while I make an observation in
answer to his remarks?

Mr. EASTLAND. Certainly.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Will the Senator from
Texas yield to me for an observation?

Mr. O'DANIEL. I yield.

Mr. CHAVEZ. No one is more against
the philosophy of the Communists than
I am; and I have a right to come to that
conclusion.

Mr, EASTLAND. Of course—

Mr. CHAVEZ. Pardon me. Let me
finish.

A short while ago the Senator from
Mississippi read a letter from a minister
of the gospel, wherein he spoke of free
labor markets. I am told that that is a
communistic philosophy; that it is a
thing that could happen in Russia, but
not in the United States. However, I do
not accuse the Senator from Mississippi
of being for that philosophy merely be-
cause he read that letter,

Mr. President, I am not in favor of a
free labor market. I am in favor of a
market where those who work receive
good pay which will enable them to main-
tain our American standards of living.
I am not in favor of a free labor market
such as the Senator from Mississippi
favors.

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, the
Senator from New Mexico flees when no
man pursueth. No man has charged the
Senator from New Mexico with being a
Communist, but the fact remains that
the philosophy of his bill is communis-
tic.

Mr, CHAVEZ, Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. O'DANIEL. I yield, if I may do so
with the understanding that I do not lose
the floor.

1 yield.
I suggest the ab-

RECESS

Mr. CHAVEZ. I move that the Sen-
ate take a recess until 12 o'clock noon
tomorrow.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5
o’clock and 37 minutes p. m.) the Sen-
ate took a recsss until tomorrow, Friday,
February 1, 1946, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the
Senate January 31 (legislative day of
January 18), 1946:

NATIONAL MEDIATION BOARD

Frank P. Douglass, of Oklahoma, to be a
member of the National Mediation Board for
the term expiring February 1, 1949,

POSTMASTERS

The following-named persons to be post=

MASWrs:
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ALABAMA

Melford G. Cleveland, Randolph, Ala., in
place of M. G. Merchant, retired.
CALIFORNIA
John G. Walsh, Auburn, Calif., in place of
W. A. Shepard, deceased.
Pansy Lockett, Calimesa, Callf. Office be-
came Presidential July 1, 1945,
COLORADO
Grace Warren, Dillon. Colo. Office became
Presidential July 1, 1945.
ILLINOIS
Martha Ramsey, Oak Forest, Ill.,, in place
of J. W. Jesk, resigned.
I0WA
Harvey Mason, Deloit, Towa.
Presidential July 1, 1945.
Anna M. Eikenbary, Fertile, Iowa, in place
of C. E. Eltkenbary, retired.
KANSAS
Mary Fanny Brown, Hardtner, Kans, in
place of P. A. McCann, resigned. °
Helen G. Noel. Muncie, Kans., in place of
I, A, Wiles, resigned. \
MAINE
Wilfrid L. Spruce, Milford. Maine,
became Presidential July 1, 1943,
MICHIGAN
Elmer O. Hover. Dollar Bay. Mich., In
place of A. G. Kindelan. Incumbent's com-
mission exnired February 2, 1942,
Pauline M. Wood, The Heights, Mich,, in
place of Ida Parker, retired. :
MINNESOTA
Lydia M. Parsley, Brownsdale, Minn,, in
place of J. H. Risius, resigned.
MISSOURI
Dorothy B. Bohr, Easton, Mo., in place of
G. F. Eimball, retired.

Bernadine M. Dickherber, Old Monroe,
Mo., in place of W. G. 8chacher, transferred.
MONTANA

Eleanor H. O’Connor, Livingston, Mont,,
in place of O. D. Clement, resigned.

NEBRASKA
Jeanette Reinmiller, Staplehurst, Nebr.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1945.
Pauline N. Swett. Wood Lake, Nebr., in
place of J. Q. Eirkman, transferred.
NEW JERSEY

Charles A. Osborn, Breton Woods, N, J.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1945.

NEW MEXICO

Robert E. Jackson, Hobbs, N. Mex., in place
of C. K. Johnson, resigned.
NEW YORK
Sherleich L. Westerdahl, Gerry, N. Y., in
place of B. E. Tompkins. retired.
Mildred F. Drennan, Kendall, N. ¥, in
place of P. E. Preston, resigned.
Bernard C. Putnam, Stockton. N. ¥. Office
became Presidential July 1, 1845.
Donald B. Sutphen, Valois., N. Y. Office
became Presidential July 1, 1945,
Doris €. Frosdick, Waterport, N. ¥. Office
became Presidential July 1, 1944,
NORTH CAROLINA
Ella M. Felton, Macclesfield, N. C., in place
cf J. T. Winstead, retired,
NORTH DAKOTA
Sylvia L. Wrieht, Courtenay, N. Dak., in
place of M. L. Pederson, removed.
OKLAHOMA
Mary F. Cavender, Porum, Okla., in place
of J. V. Cavender, deceased.
OREGON
Bryan Dieckman, Myrtle Creek, Oreg., In
place of M. H. Sitter, deceased.
PENNSYLVANIA

Jean E. McCue, Atlasburg, Pa. Office he-
came Presidential July 1, 1940.

Office became

Office
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Loma Gwynne, Brownfield, Pa.
came Presidential July 1, 1945. 2

Agnes Dufly, Cardale, Pa. Office became
Presidential July 1, 1944,

Norman D. MacMullan, Center Square, Pa.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1945.

Besse Daugherty, East Millsboro, Pa. Office
became Presidential July 1, 1944.

Office be-

Harriet B. Parkins, Elco, Pa. Office be-
came Presidential July 1, 1945.
Elisabeth L. Pierro, Hiller, Pa. Office be-

came Presidential July 1, 1944.

Edward R. Sparks, Indian Head, Pa. Office
became Presidential July 1, 1944,

Gertrude E. Shank, Normalville, Pa.
became Presidential July 1, 1945.

Leona 8. Mansuy, Ralston, Pa.
came Presidential July 1, 1944.

Pete D. Lapenta, Uledi, Pa.
Presidential July 1, 1945.

Robert B. Boerio, Wendel, Pa.
came Presidential July 1, 1945,

Harold P. Henry, Westland, Pa. Office be-
came Presidential July 1, 1945.

SOUTH DAKOTA

Thomas E. Callan, Mitchell, 8. Dak., In
place of A. J. Rozum, resigned.

Frank X. Clarey, Sisseton, 8. Dak., in place
of J. A. Robertson, removed.

TENNESSEE

Flora B. Williams, Buena Vista, Tenn. Of-
fice became Presidential July 1, 1944.
Ervin M. Peters, Clarkrange, Tenn. Office
became Presidential July 1, 1945.
’ TEXAS
Esther E. Walker, Blessing, Tex., in place
of M. F. Selkirk, retired.
Madison G, Wilson, Maypear], Tex., in place
of C. N. Hooser, retired.
Hattie M, Stadden, Wilmer, Tex.
came Presidential July 1, 1945.
UTAH
William A. Rhodes, Ferron, Utah., In place
of Melvin Bryan, transferred.
WASHINGTON

John W. Weaver, Rochester, Wash,, in place

of P. B. Hoover, deceased.
WISCONSIN

Bessie L. Severson, Couderay, Wis.
became Presidential July 1, 1945,

Violet M- Wiita, Iron Belt, Wis. Office be-
came Presidential July 1, 1845.

~ Stanley Jasicki, Weyerhauser, Wis,, in place

of F, L. Daniels, transferred.

Office
Office be-
Office became

Office be-

Office he-

Office

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate January 31 (legislative day of
January 18), 1946:

FOREIGN SERVICE
APPOINTMENTS OR PROMOTIONS
Ambassador Extraordinary aend Plenipolen-
tiary of the United States of America to

Belgium and to serve concurrently and

without additional compensation as Envoy

Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary

of the United States of America to Luzen-

bourg

Vice Adm. Alan G. Kirk

Consul generals of the United States of
America

Sydney B. Redecker

Robert Lacy Smyth

Consuls of the United Stales of America
Merritt N. Cootes William Witman 2d
Edward P. Maffitt Elbert G. Mathews
8. Roger Tyler, Jr. Leon L. Cowles
PROMOTIONS IN THE FOREIGN SERVICE, EFFECTIVE

DECEMBER 17, 1945
Foreign-service officers of class 1

Merwin L. Bohan
Gecrge H. Butler
J. Rives Childs
Walter A, Foote

Harry C. Hawkins
George D. Hopper
Charles A. Livengood

. Robert D. Coe

Julian F. Harrington -
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George R. Merrell
John J. Muccio
Alfred T. Nester
Albert F., Nufer
Christian M, Ravndal
Foreign-service officers of class 2
Donald F. Bigelow Thomas McEnelly
Harry E. Carlson Warwick Perkins
Cecil Wayne Gray Austin R. Preston
David McE. Eey Joseph C. Satter-
Marcel E. Malige thwaite
Foreign-service officers of class 3
Gilson G. Elake
Leonard G. Dawson
Foreign-service officers of class 4
George M. Abbott Charles A, Hutchinson
George D. Andrews  John B. Ketcham
George D. LaMont
Rufus H. Lane, Jr.

Harold Shantg
Edwin F, Stanton
Clifiord C. Taylor
John Carter Vincent

Charles H. Ducoté
Archibald E., Gray James E. Parks
Benjamin M. Hulley Eric C. Wendelin

Foreign-service officers of class 5
Earl T. Crain John Peabody Palmer
Frederic C. Fornes, Jr. Elim O'Shaughnessy

Foreign-service officers of class 6
Hiram Bingham, Jr. Reginald P. Mitchell
Walter J. Linthicum Paul H. Pearson
Odin G. Loren

Foreign-service officers of class 8
V. Harwood Blocker Eeeler Faus
Willtam H. Christen- Bidney K. Lafoon

sen Harry Clinton Reed
Clifton P. English Terry B. Sanders, Jr.
Thomas S. Estes Merlin E. Smith
REGISTER OF LAND OFrFICE
Mrs. Eudochia Bell S8mith to be register of
the land office at Denver, Colo.
Wait DEPARTMENT
ASSISTANT SECRETARIES OF WAR

Howard C. Petersen
W. Stuart Symington

THE TAX COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
Byron B. Harlan to be a judge of The Tax

Court of the United States for the unexpired
term of 12 years from June 2, 1836.

UNITED STATES MARITIME COMMISSION
Richard Parkhurst to be a member of the
United States Maritime Commission for the
unexpired term of 8 years from April 16, 1942,
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS

John D. Hill to be United States attorney
for the northern district of Alabama,
Patrick J. Gilmore, Jr., to be United States
attorney for division No. 1 of Alaska.
UniTep STATES MARSHAL

August Klecka to be United States marshal
for the district of Maryland.

CoLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS

Craig Pottinger to be collector of customs
for customs collection distriet No. 26, with
headquarters at Nogales, Ariz,

Louis T. Rocheleau to be collector of cus-
toms for customs collection district No. 5,
with headquarters at Providence, R. I.

SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM

Troy W. Lewis to be Chief, Legal Division,
Arkansas State headquarters, Selective Serv-
ice System, with salary of 5,180 per annum.

Colgate Hoyt to be Assistant Chief, Vet-
erans’ Personnel Division, national headquar-
ters, Selective Service System, with salary of
$6,230 per annum.

Louis Carl Pedlar to be information anal-
yst, national headguarters, Selective Service
System, with salary of $5,180 per annum.

Edmund A. Flagg to be executive, Commu-
nications and Records Division, national
headquarters, with salary of $5,180 per

annum.
In THE ARMY
APFOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE
UNITED STATES
Thomas Jefferson Davis to be Assistant The
Adjutant General, with the rank of briga-
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dier general, for a pericd of 4 years from

date of acceptance.

Roscoe Campbell Crawford to he Assistant
to the Chief of Engineers, with the rank ot
brigadier general, for a period of 4 years from
date of acceptance.

Thomas Bernard Larkin to be Quarter-
master General, with the rank of major gen-
eral, for a perlod of 4 years from date of ac-
ceptance.

To be assistants to the (uartermaster Gen-
eral, with the rank of brigedier general,
Jor a period of 4 years from date of accept-
ance
George Anthony Horkan
John Brandon Franks
Herman Feldman

To be assistants to the Surgeon General, with
the rank of brigudier general, jor ¢ period
of 4 years from date of acceptance
Raymond Whitcomb Bliss
George Corwin Beach, Jr
Edward Allen Noyes

APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR

ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES
To Quartermaster Corps

Lt. Col. Edwin Joseph McAllister,

Lt. Col. Arthur Launcelot Moore.

Maj. George Patrick O'Neill.

First Lt. Charles Theodore Biswanger, Jr.

To Finance Department

Capt. Stilson .iifton Smith, Jr.

To Ordnance Department

Lt, Col. Clarence Edward Jones.

First Lt. Thomas Worthington Cooke,

First Lt. Edison Albert Lynn, Jr.

To Signal Corps

First Lt. Olin Lee Bell.

To Infantry

Capt. Harvey Julius Jablonsky.

First Lt. James Wetherby Graham.

First Lt. Jules David Yates.

To Afr Corps

Maj. Francis LeRoy Ankenbrandt.

Capt. Lawrence Mcliroy Guyer.

Capt. Maurice Monroe Simo .
APPOINTMENT IN THE NATIONAL GUARD OF THE
UNITED STATES, ARMY OF THE UNITED STLTES

Butler Buchanan Miltonberger to be Chiet
of the National Guard Bureau, with the rank
of major general, for a period of 4 years ffom
date of acceptance, and najor general in the
Natlonal Guard of the United States, Army
of the United States,

TEMPORARY APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY OF THE

UNITED STATES

Henry Alfred Byroade to be a brigadier
general.

UnNITED STATES COAST GUARD

TO BE COMMGDORES, FOR TEMPORARY SBERVICE IN
THE UNITED STATES COAST GUARD, TO RANK
FROM JANUARY 1, 1946
John H. Cornell
John 8. Baylis

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

. TrurspAY, JANUARY 31, 1946

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Unto Thee, O King eternal, we come
again to the solemn yet tender mystery
of Thy throne. We believe that there is
one God and one infinifely divine and
holy Saviour through whose ageless sac-
rifice we are redeemed. We praise Thee
for the Christ who has brought a loving
Father out of the far-away and unseen
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into the near and dear. We thank Thee
that while Thy judgments are so often
mysterious, yet they are merciful and
gently correct us by that loving pity that
gives us rest and peace. Be unto us an
ever-present reality, and make Thy pres-
ence like unto the nearness of a true
friend. Give us large conceptions of our
office and a more profound knowledge of
all things needful that we may rise above
petty prejudices and narrow misunder-
standings. Help us to bring the vision
to the task, the revelation to the duty,
and the truth to everything. In the
name of our Saviour whom to know is life
everlasting. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was communi-
cated to the House by Mr. Miller, one of
his secretaries.

RESIGNATIONS FROM COMMITTEES

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following letters, which were read:
Hon. SaMm RAYBURN,

Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, D, C.

Dear Mg. SpPEaXER: I hereby tender my
resignation as a member of the House Com-
mittee on the Public Lands.

ESincerely yours,
Harris ELLSWORTH.
Hon. Sam RAYBURN,
Speaker, House of Represeniatives,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr, SPEAKER: I hereby tender my
resignation as a member of the House Com-
mittee on Mines and IMining, and on Election
of President, Vice President, and Represent-
atives in Congress.

Sincerely yours,
Harris ELLSWORTH.

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the resignations arc accepted.
There was no objection.

ELECTION TO COMMITTEES

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, Mr.
Speaker, I send to the desk a privileged
resolution (H., Res. 502) and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That WaALTER NogsLAD, of Oregon,
be, and he is hereby, elected to the Commit-
tez on the Public Lands, the Committee on
Patents, and the Committee on the Election
of President, Vice President, and Repre-
sentatives in Congress, of the House of Rep-
resentatives.

The resolution was agreed to.

Mr, MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I send to the desk a privileged
reso.ution (H. Res. 501) and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That Harnis ELrswortH, of Ore-
gon, be, and he is hereby, elected to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs of the House of
Representatives,

The resolution was agreed to.
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE
Mr. MICHENER, Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimeus consent that on Tuesday next
the gentleman from California [Mr.

Prirries] inay address the House for 1
hour following the legislative business of
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the day and special orders heretofore
entered for that day.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr., KEARNEY asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include a letter.

OPEN LETTER TO CONGRESS

Mr, COLE of Missourl. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to proceed for
1 minute,

The SPEAEER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
souri?

There was no objection.

Mr. COLE of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
I take this time to read to the Members
of the Heouse a letter I received from the
world history class of the Tarkio (Mo.)
High School which I consider as timely:

OPEN LETTER TO CONGRESS
Tark1o, Mo., January 27, 1946.

‘We, as a high school world history class,
have been told it is our duty as Americans
to stay on the job and attend school. We
are accepting our responsibility and we won-
der if you, our officials in Washington, are
doing the same,

Now our Nation is experiencing the greatest
strike in history, Why don’t you do some-
thing about it? Our citizens have selected
you to represent us during this trying period
and we feel that you have let us down.

Not only that, our boys will soon be out
of high school and they would like to know
if they will be required to spend a year in
compulsory military training. We realize
that it takes time to collect the facts for
such a major issue, but why so long?

Congress—isn't 1946 election year? Of
course you can't please all the people all the
time—but why not try to please some of
them now.

Yours very truly,
CAROLINE STEVENSON,

THE ILLINOIS POLITICAL SITUATION

Mr, MASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1
minute,

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Illi-
nois?

There was no objection.

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, the dean
of the House in length of service, the
genial, kindly gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. Sasatr], expressed his pleasure over
a decision of a court in Illinois because,
as he said, “the fears and worries of the
Republicans of Illinois were now over.”

I want to reciprocate that expression
and state that the basis of my reciproca-
tion is this: Arthur Sullivan, former
State Democratic chairman, appeared in
court and said:

We are fearful that if all candidates were
elected at large in Illinois this year, Chicago
would not have any representation in Con-
gress,

I am glad that the fears of the Chicago
group are now dead and have faded out
of the picture entirely.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, MASON. Gladly.

Mr. SABATH. That means that Dem-
ocrats as well as Republicans coming
from Chicago would be defeated.
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Mr, MASON. They would all be de~
feated.

Mr, SABATH, Chairmen are not al-
ways correct.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Illinois has expired.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. SCHWABE of Missouri asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
marks in the Recorp and include an ar-
ticle appearing in this morning’s Wash-
ington Post entitled “Henry Ford Tells
the United States It Could Remove
Trouble by Ending OPA."”

Mr. WOODRUFF asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
REecorp in three different instances, in
the first to include a record by Frank
Kent and in the second and third articles
by Samuel Crowther.

LOAN TO BRITAIN

Mr. THOMAS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mr. THOMAS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, after listening to the President’s
message yesterday to the House in ref-
erence to the loan to Britain I have taken
the liberty of sending a letter to the
President of the United States, as fol-
lows:

Januvary 30, 1946.
The PRESIDENT,
The White House, :
Washington, D. C.

Deir MRr. PRESIDENT: After listening with
deep interest to your message today in which
you recommend to the Congress the approval
of a £3,750,000,000 credit to the United King-
dom, I concluded that it would be very help=-
ful in my determination as to how to vote
on such a measure if you would advise me
as to whether the request for the United
Kingdom will be followed by further requests
of credits for other foreign nations.

Will there be a request for Russia, and for
what amount? Will there be a request for
France, and for what amount? Will there
be a request for China, and for what amount?
Will there be requests for other European
nations, for South American nations, and
for other Asiatic nations, and for what
amounts?

Mr. President, I hope that in recommend-
ing the loan to the United Eingdom you are
taking into consideration possible demands
from other nations, and likewise the embar-
rassment which would accrue to us were we
to grant a lcan to the United Kingdom and
not one to Russia and to the other powers.

Will you please supply me with the re-
quested information at an early date, and
thanking you in anticipation of it, I am

Sincerely.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr., EDWIN ARTHUR HALL, Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
on Monday, February 11, at the conclu-
sion of the legislative program of the day
and following any special orders hereto-
fore entered, I be permitted to address
the House for 30 minutes. \

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. CLEVENGER asked and was given
permissien to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include an editorial appear-
ing in the Washington Post.

Mr. HALE asked and was given permis-
sion to extend his remarks in the RECORD
and include the text of the British Trade
Disputes Act of 1927.

Mr. AUCHINCLOSS. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp and include an ad-
dress by Hon. John W. Hanes, former
Undersecretary of the Treasury. I am
advised that this will exceed the usual
allowance, but I ask that it be printed,
notwithstanding that fact.

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
notwithstanding the cost the extension
may be made.

There was no objection.

Mr. BIEMILLER asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp in two instances, and ineciude
resolutions adopted by the Common
Council of the City of Milwaukee.

Mr. DOYLE asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
REcorp and include an editorial.

Mr. DURHAM asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include an article on hosiery.

Mr. LARCADE asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the

*Recorp and include newspaper articles,

Mr, McCEENZIE (at the request of Mr.
LarcaDE) was given permission to extend
his remarks in the Recorp and include a
newspaper article.

Mr. LANE asked and was given permis-
sion to extend his remarks in the REcorD
and include a resolution.

Mr. PRICE of Iilinois asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
in the Recorp and include a letter from
the Retired Railway Employees.
COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE

FOREIGN COMMERCE

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day I asked unanimous consent that the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce may have until midnight, last
night, to file a report. The report was
unavoidably delayed, and I ask unani-
mous consent that that committee may
have until midnight, tonight, to file a
report on the bill H. R. 2764.

The SPEAKER. Is their objection to
the request of the gentleman irom Ten-
- nessee?

There was no objection,

FACSIMILE OF FRANKLIN DELANO ROOSE-
VELT ON NEW DIME :

Mr. DOYLE, Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to address the House for
1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

_ Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, it seems
very appropriate that in connection with
the observance of the birthday anniver-
sary of our late, great, beloved President
Franklin Delano Roosevelt, that I call
your attention to the fact that his fac-
simile is now on the cbverse side of the
new 10-cent piece, just issued yesterday
by our mint. I knew this yesterday, and

AND
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had this one here with me, but I felt,
by reason of that great masterpiece de-
livered by our majority leader, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCor-
MACK], about the life of our late Presi-
dent that I should not then take any
time to call it to your attention. Now,
I am honcred to have the privilege of
so doing. Certainly, it is very appro-
priate that this great American citizen
and President, whose efforts have always
been directed toward the welfare of those
suffering from polio and cother physical
handicaps, should have this significant
recognition of his humanitarian inter-
ests and efforts by having the appropri-
ate American dime carry his dignified
likeness upon it. It is likewise a very
happy occasion to have this occur on this
birthday and in the midst of the annual
march of dimes, by which money is raised
to bless those attacked with the dread
disease of polio.

His friumph over physical handicap
was so significant and inspiring for a
long term of years that I trust it will
always be & living memorial to his love
and sacrifice for those who also suffered
physical limitation. s

Several months ago I was privileged to
urge that this appropriate 10-cent piece
be improved in this manner. Thousands
of citizens, not Members of this House,
also did so and I am sure that, rezardless
of political party, the heart of America
recognizes this sincere tribute as proper
and powerful for good in the conscious-
ness of our great Nation,

GI DISCRIMINATION

Mr, PACE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous conseni to address the House for
1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Georgia?

There was no objection.

Mr, PACE. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday
the War Department announced that the
families of officers and the first three
grades of noncomimissioned officers could
join their husbands in Europe, the ex-
penses of transportation to be paid by
the Government. I think it is most un-
fortunate that this privilege is not ex-
tended to the families of the GI's. Cer-
tainly, the enlisted man in Europe is
just as anxious to see his wife and baby
as is the officer of high rank and the
noncommissioned officer. It may be, Mr.
Speaker, that the fault partly lies in the
law, as the act of June 16, 1942, permiis
the paying of expenses for the frans-
portation of dependents only to the offi-
cers and the first three grades of non-
comunissioned officers. I feel so very
deeply about this discrimination that 1
am today preparing and hope to offer
during the day a bill to amend the law
so that this privilege may be extended
to the families of the GI's as well as to
those of the officers and the noncom-
missioned officers, Certainly as between
the two those to whom the privilege is
now granted are more able financially to
pay the expenses than are the GI's.

I hope my bill may have the immediate
and favorable consideration of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs and will be
repott:ted to the House for early enact-
men
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LOAN TO GREAT BRITAIN

Mr. CELLER. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, the grant-
ing of the British loan, will not contribute
to the establishment of peace and pros-
perity in the world, as was stated yester-
day.

England will be unable to repay. Take
paper and pencil and figure it out. Inter-
est and principal installments will
amount to over a hundred million dollars
a year. If England is stone broke, how
can she afford to pay that each year?
She owes to the rest of the world proba-
bly $14,000,000,000 or $15,0000600000.
The pious hope was expressed that her
creditors would scale down their debt.
Britain owes India well nigh $5,000,000.-
009. The price of reduction of that debt
would be political independence. Eng-
land would not dare pay this price.

When we demand repayment, we will
again be called Uncle Shylock like the
last time. Peace and prosperity between
the two nations will no. be cultivated.
On the contrary, there will be more irri-
tations than ever before. The escape
clauses are broad enough to fly a B-29
clear through. They make of the agree-
ment a farce.

Britain borrows at an interest rate of
1.62 percent but 2 GI borrowing must pay
4 percent. i

THE STRIKE SITUATION

Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Min-
nesota?

There was no objection.

Mr, GALLAGHER. Mr. Speaker, on
the 9th of January I prophesied that all
strikes of a major nature in this country
would be over by the 19th of January, but
my prophecy did not come true. The rea-
son was, I believe, the support given to
certain elements by Members of this Con-
gress. When I heard that steel was going
to be up at least $4 per fon and that the
OPA was being crucified, I understood
why strikes were kept going along at a
period that a person reading the lines of
profit and loss could not fathom.

THE LATE HARRY HOPKINS

Mr, MAY, Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend my re-
marks and include a statement by the
Honorable Winston Churchill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky?

There was no objection.

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Harry
Hopkins has passed away. I do not
think there has been any man in public
life while I have been in Congress with
whose political philesophies I have more
thoroughly disagreed, but I believe in
“rendering unto Caesar the things that
are Caesau’s.” For that reason, I have
taken this time to pay tribute to him by
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inserting in the Recorp a statement by
the Honorable Winston Churchill which
appeared in the Washington Post of
January 30, 1946, I do this in order that

the country may read the estimate placed

upon him by a man who met him at

sword’s length in intellectual conflict

here, there, and yonder all over the
world. The statement is as follows:

“A Grear AmrricAN Is Gone From Us"—
CHURCHILL PRAISES HOPKINS FOR SERVICE
T0 WORLD CAUSE
Mianm: BeacH, FrA,, January 29.—Former

Eritish Minister Winston Churchill tonight

expressed profound grief at the death of

Harry Hopklns, and declared “a great Ameri-

can is gone from us.”

“A strong, bright, fierce flame has burned
out a frail body,” Churchill said in a state-
ment issued here, adding:

“Few know better than I the services he
rendered to the world cause. President
Roosevelt bad the gift of choosing generous
and noble spirits to help him in peace and
war.

“In Harry Hopkins he found a man not
only of wide ranging vislon but piercing eye.
He always went to the root of the matter.

“I have been present at several great con-
ferences where 20 or more of  the most im-
portant executive personages were gathered
together. When the discussion flagged and
all seemed baffled, it was on these occasions
he would rap out the deadly question:
‘Burely, Mr. President, here is the point we
have got to settle. Are we going to face it
or not?

“Faced It alwa¥s was and being faced, was
conquered.

“He was a true leader of men, and alike
in ardor and in wisdom in time of crisis, he
has rarely been excelled,

“His love for the causes of the weak and
the poor was matched by his passion against
tyranny, especially when tyranny was for the
time triumphant.

“To dynamic, compulsive and persuasive
force he added humor and charm in an ex-
ceptional degree.

“We do well to salute his memory. We
shall not see his like again.”

Mr, Speaker, it may be said, and no
doubt everyone here will admit, that no
man alive today is more able to place a
proper estimate upon the life, character,
and ability of Mr. Hopkins, who during
his long service in public office, suffered
much criticism, uncomplainingly with a
spirit of charity and forebearance and
tolerance toward even those who criti-
cized. May his spirit rest in peace.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES—REPORT OF OPERA-
TIONS UNDER LEND-LEASE ACT

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following message from the Presi-
dent of the United States which was
read and together with the accompany-
ing papers referred to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs and ordered to be
printed with illustrations:

To the Congress of the United Siates of
America:

I am transmitting herewith the
twenty-first report of operations under
the Lend-Lease Act for the period end-
ing September 30, 1945.

Until VJ-day, lend-lease and reverse
lend-lease operated to speed the rede-
ployment of our troops from Europe and
to insure the final victory over Japan.
This report primarily describes the ex-
tent of aid rendered under the Lend-
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Lease Act prior to the cessation of hos-
tilities. The surrender of Japan sig-
naled the termination of lend-lease as a
weapon for victory and prompt steps
were taken by this Government to in-
sure a rapid but orderly reduction of
lend-lease expenditures and to bring to
a close the employment of lend-lease
procedures in supplying essential war
needs to our allies.

Concurrently, negotiations have be-
gun with many of the lend-lease gov-
ernments looking toward a final settle-
ment of the lend-lease and reverse lend-
lease accounts. At the present time,
such lend-lease negotiations have been
successfully concluded with the United
Kingdom, the largest single recipient of
lend-lease supplies. The measures tak-
en to wind up and settle the lend-lease
program are outlined only briefly in this
report but will be described in full in
subsequent reports.

The master agreements that have been
concluded with the various lend-lease
governments contain the pledge that the
terms and conditions of the lend-lease
settlements are to be “such as not to
burden commerce between the two coun-
tries, but to promote mutually advan-
tageous economic relations between
them and the betterment of world-wide
economic relations.” In fhe process of
terminating lend-lease and in carrying
on our negotiations for final settlements
with the various governments, these
principles of article VII will be before us
as g reminder of the goal which this
Government must constantly seek.

Harry S. TRUMAN.

Tre WHITE HoUsE, January 31, 1946.

RESIGNATION FROM COMMITTEE

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following resignation from a com-

mittee:
JANUARY 31, 1946,

Hon. SaM RAYBURN,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.

DeAR Mg. SpeaxER: Having been elected by
the House to a vacancy on the House Public
Buildings and Grounds Committee, I hereby
tender my resignation as a member of the
House Committee on Colnage, Weights, and
Measures.

Cord!ally yours,
CLEVELAND M. BAILEY.

The SPEAKER. Waithout objection,
the resignation is accepted.
There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr., Speaker, I ask
unanimeus consent that on Monday after
the disposition of business on the Speak-
er's desk and the conclusion of special
orders heretofore entered, I may address
the House for 1 hour.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.
APPOINTMENT OF FACT-FINDING BOARDS

TO INVESTIGATE LAEBOR DISPUTES

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I call up
House Resolution 500 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, this is a
very important matter. I believe the
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Members would want to hear the resolu-
tion read. Therefore, I make the point
of order that a gquorum is not present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently no quorum
is present.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
move a call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to their

names:

\ |Roll No. 15]
Baldwin, N. ¥. Fernandez Morgan
Barry Fisher Morrison
Bates, Mass, Fogarty Mundt
Beckworth Gardner Norton
Bloom Gossett Pieifer
Bulwinkle Granger Plumley
Canfield Hancock Poage
Cannon, Fla. Harness, Ind. Price, Fla,
Carlson Herter Re>d, N. Y.
Chapman Hil Rivers
Clements Holifleld Rilzley
Cole, Eans. Hope Robertson, Va.
Cooley Johnson, I11. Rohinson, Utah
Courtney Johnson, Okla. Roe N. Y.
Crosser Kefauver Ecrivner
Curley Kelly, 11, Eheridan
Dawson L=Fevre Sundstrom
Dingell Luce White
Dondero McEenzie Wickersham
Engel, Mich, McMiilen, I, Winter
Fellows Mathews Woodhouse

The SPEAKER. On this roll call 364
Members have answered to their names,
a guorum.

By unanimous consent, further pro-
ceedings under the call were dispensed
with.

APFOINTMENT OF FACT-FINDING BOARDS
TO INVESTIGATE LABOR DISPUTES

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report
the resolution.

The Clerk read the resolution as
follows:

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order to move that
the House resolve itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the Union
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4908)
to provide for the appointment of fact-find-
ing boards to investigate labor disputes
seriously affecting the national public inter-
est, and for other purposes; that after general
debate, which shall be confined to the bill
and continue not to exceed 2 days, to be
equally divided and controlled by the chair-
man and the ranking minority member of
the Committee on Labor, the bill shall be
read, and after the reading of the first sec-
tion of such bill, it shall be in order to move
to strike out all after the enacting clause
and insert as a substitute the text of the
bill H. R. 5262, and all points of order against
such substitute are hereby waived; at the
conclusion of the consideration of the bill
H. R, 4908, the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted, and the
previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto
to final passage, without intervening mo-
tion, except one motion to recommit, with
or without instructions.

Mr. CLARK, Mr. Speaker, I yield 30
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. ALLEN], and a little later I shall
yield 15 minutes to the chairman of the
Committee on Rules, the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. SABATH].

Mr. Speaker, this resolution relates to
a highly controversial subject through-
out the Nation. It is only natural that
there should be here on the floor of the
House a wide divergence of opinion be-
cause, after all, we are just a cross sec-
tion of the American people. I feel that
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it would be distinctly in the national in-
terest if we here in the House might pro-
ceed dispassionately and in a spirit of
reasonableness in our consideration of
such a vital question. The subject is an
exceedingly important one. I think the
American people are watching what shall
be done or what we shall fail to do to a
degree that is altogether unusual. In my
judgment, the House after 2 days of gen-
eral debate and with as much time as it
sees fit to take under the 5-minute rule
where amendments may be considered,
ought to be able to work its will in regard
to this legislation. It is my judgment
that under the rule now before the House
it will have full opportunity of doing just
that. I base that statement not only
upon my own careful consideration of
the rule, but upon the opinion of parlia-
mentarians whose ability I can never
hope to attain.

The rule provides for the consideration
of the bill from the Committee on Labor,
H. R. 4908, which is usually referred to
as the fact-finding bill, and it provides
that when the first section of that bill
shall have been read, it will then be in
order to move to strike out all after the
enacting clause and insert as a substitute
H. R. 5262, which is referred to now as the
Case bill. When that motion is made, it
is in the nature of an amendment to the
original bill, and under the procedure
the Case bill will be read under the
5-minute rule and amendments may be
offered thereto just as long as the House
sees fit to do so. And the debate may be
extended as long as the House sees fit.
After all amendments that anyone de-
sires to offer have been offered and the
substitute has been thus perfected, then
a vote will come as to whether the sub-
stitute will be adopted or not. If as per-
fected it is adopted as a substitute, the
Committee will rise and report the meas-
ure back according to the usual practice.
But, on the other hand, if the substitute
as perfected is voted down, then we would
return immediately to the consideration
under the 5-minufe rule of the fact-
finding bill. In any event, the House has
the opporfunity to work its will on the
legislation.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CLARK. I yield briefly to the
gentleman, as my time is very limited.

Mr. WOLCOTT. The resolution pro-

- vides that H. R. 4908 shall be considered,
and that it shall be in order, after read-
ing the first section, to offer the so-called
Case bill as a substitute. But the lan-
guage of the resolution is as follows:

That after the debate the bill shall be read.

The resolution does not provide that it
shall be read under the rules of the
House. Neither does it provide that it
shall be read for amendment. Is it the
gentleman’s interpretation that the term
“bill shall be read” means that the bill
shall be read for amendment, and that
amendments to H, R. 4908 will be in order
provided the Case bill is voted down?

Mr. CLARK. That is distinctly my
understanding.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr, Speaker,
I yield 5 minutess to the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. Brownl,

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
this rule makes in order H. R. 4908, and
with it also makes in order as a substi-
tute, to be considered as an original bill,
H. R. 5262.

This action has been taken by the Rules
Committee for one purpose and one pur-
pose only, that is, in order that the House
of Representatives, the people in Con-
gress assembled, may be given the op-
portunity to work their will as to labor
legislation in this critical hour.

There has been a feeling among many
Members of Congress that all of the var-
ious issues surrounding this problem,
which so perplexes the people of Amer-
ica today, should be considered by the
legislative representatives of the Amer-
ican people without restriction.

Under this rule, this great deliberative

‘and legislative body has the right and

the authority to accept the measure
which was reported by the Labor Com-
mittee of this House, H. R. 4908, which,
in my opinion, is somewhat of a weak
measure; it has the right and the au-
thority to accept the measure introduced
by the gentleman from South Dakota
[Mr. Casel, H. R, 5262, or it has the
right and the authority, as it may decide,
to write any germane amendment of
any kind into this measure.

In my opinion, almost any amend-
ment touching the field of labor rela-
tions would be germane. In other werds,
you may strike out, you may add to, you
may change according to your will. It
seems to me that, after all, is the Amer-
ican way, and especially so at a time
like this, to let the representatives of
the people in Congress assembled work
their will.

This is not a complicated rule. It is
not difficult to understand. It simply
opens the door for a complete and full
consideration of this great problem.

So I am hopeful this rule will be
adopted and that when we have con-
cluded our deliberations, that out of all
the debate and discussion which will
come in the hours and days ahead, will
emerge a measure which will be of some
benefit in settling one of the most per-
plexing problems that has ever troubled
the American people. It is the only way
I know of—through the adoption of this
resolution—that we can have full, free,
and frank discussion of this problem, and
can finally reach a decision as to what
should be done about it.

The SPEAKER pro fempore (Mr.
Bonner). The time of the gentleman
from Ohio has expired.

Mr. of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
New York [Mr, ANDREWS].

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I believe I understand the
meaning of this rule. One question in
my mind is whether or not an amend-
ment to incorporate a labor union would
be germane to either of these bills. I
assume it may be to the so-called Case
bill, in section 10 thereof.

I am indebted to the distinguished
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Byrpl for
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some observations in regard to a bill for
the incorporation of labor unions, he
having proposed a bill somewhat similar
to my own in the Senate.

There can be no hope for prosperity
and industrial peace for America until
the equality of rights of all citizens, cor-
porations, and organizations, is written
into law on a basis of justice to all.

Many labor unions are faithful to their
contracts and obligations, but some of
outstanding importance have violated
contractural obligations, for which such
unions should be held to the same ac-
countability as would be done in the case
of an industrial corporation. Strikes in
basic industries which supply vital mate-
rials can shut down thousands of others.
Unless contracts between labor and in-
dustry are observed and have the same
legal status as other contracts, we can
only look forward to a long period of in-
dustrial strife and business chaos.

A manufacturer who makes a contract
with a labor union must have confidence
in the performance of that agreement
in order to plan his operations. Yet the
union may breach its contract, and man-
agement has no redress in law, although
the union is free to resort to all legal
processes as well as illegal pressure to
enforce the same contract.

With a debt cpproaching $300,000,000,-
000 we can only service this debt and
perform our essential functions of gov-
ernment by means of a high national in-
come. This will be very difficult under
the most favorable conditions, and it is
possible only by an uninterrupted indus-
trial production.

In the years gone by industrial corpo-
rations undoubtedly abused their power.
The result was that the Congress created
the Securities and Exchange Commission
for the purpose of protecting the welfare
of the public. This act has served well
and has eliminated most of the abuses
that theretofore existed in corporate
management. Now the shoe is on the
other foot. The labor unions have great
power—yvirtually the power of life and
death over the economic progress of
America. Hand in hand with power goes
an equivalent responsibility. For vears
we have seen repeated instances of bro-
ken union contracts of sympathy
strikes to encourage and support strikers
working for some other corporation, the
sympathy strikers having no grievance
against their own employer. We have
seen, time and again, jurisdietional
strikes—strikes arising from disputes be-
tween two unions when the employer is
in no manner involved, yet must suffer
the consequences and losses resulting
from shutting down his plant. This lack
of union responsibility has reached an
intolerable stage.

I am strongly for collective bargain-
ing, but bargaining must mean what it
says—namely, that a bargain made is
equally binding on both parties to the
agreement. I believe in the inherent
right of labor to organize, Labor unions
have a proper place in the economic life
of America. Unions are here to stay, but
if we are to have orderly business condi-
tions, labor unions as such must have the
same legal responsibility to perform their
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contracts as the owners of industry. If
one can be sued for violation of a con-
tract, the other should be in the same
status. When two parties make a con-
tract, if that coniract is to mean any-
thing, there must be a mutuality of re-
sponsibility. This does not now exist be-
tween labor and industry. Why should
a labor union as such be exempt from
liability for the damages resulting from
broken contracts when all citizens and
business corporations can be sued when
a contract is violated? We may as well
try to build a house without a foundation
as to enact legislation to prevent indus-
trial and labor strife, without first pro-
viding for mutual responsibility.

As a first step to union responsibility,
and this responsibility I believe to be es-
sential hefore any real progress can be
made to end industrial strife, I will cffer
an amendment to provide for incorpora-
tion of organizations engaged in collec-
tive bargaining,

Labor unions today have great finan-
cial resources. At the direction of Con-
gress, the Joint Committee on Internal
Revenue Taxation has released a prelimi-
nary report which reveals that incomes
of approximately one-half of the labor
unions in 1544 totaled $339,700,000. In-
cluded in the annual expenses of these
unions were wages, salaries, and com-
missions of $50,000,000; compensation of

e officers, $38,000,000; other operating ex-
penses, $88,000,000, with a total expendi-
ture for the year 1944 of $323,000,000,
leaving $66,000.000 to be added to the
already very large financial reserves.

Why should not union members know
what salaries their officers receive?
Why should not the union members and
the general public know how much was
expended for political purposes? A
business corporation is prohibited by
law from making a political contribution.
An individual making a political confri-
bution over a certain amount must pay
a gift tax and report the same to the
Government.

Labor unions in America have grown
up. They are now big business in their
power and financial assets. They must
assume their proper responsibility for
their acts affecting the economic welfare
of America. This legislation will do no
more than place upon unions a legal re-
sponsibility commensurate with their
power. As I have said, many have large
financial resources adequate to pay dam-
ages for violation of contracts—I am
informed that 12 unions have finan-
cial reserves of $160,762,000. At least
the employer, under this plan, will know
in advance the financial responsibility
of the union with which he deals.

This legislation is democratic and just.
I am convinced its enactment will be a
substantial deterrent to strikes. Itisthe
first and vital step toward the recogni-
tion that labor unions have tremendous
power for good or bad in our economic
life, and as such should have a respon-
sibility under the law as has been im-
posed on other powerful groups. In the
long-range objective for industrial peace
we must put first things first and give
to labor unions a legal status and re-
sponsibility.

This is the foundation. Until this re-
sponsibility to organized government is
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established there can be no lasting in-
dustrial peace, upon which our future
prosperity so vitally depends.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Buckl.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, if a bottle of
nitroglycerin is handled in anger and
heedlessness, someone is apt to get hurt.
Things which pack great force must be
handled calmly, dispassionately,
thoughtfully.

A similar situation prevails as to the
measure now before the House. I there-
fore hope that our deliberations will be
conducted with the calmness and
thoughtfulness which the importance of
the situation demands.

In our consideration of labor legisla-
tion, we should not lose sight of one fact.
The American system of free enterprise—
the American system of big business if
you will—has given the people of Amer-
ica, the workingmen of - America, the
highest standard of living in the world.
As President Truman pointed out, the
goose that laid these golden eggs and
which continues to lay them must not be
strangled. The strikes now bedeviling
the country—strikes engendered and
nurtured by one-sided legislation—are
menacing the country’'s economic health.

I believe it incumbent upon the Con-
gress to remedy one-sided legislation and
thus set up conditions whereunder Amer-
ican workingmen, American investors
and, more important, the American peo-
ble, may continue to benefit from the
highest standard of living the world has
ever seen.

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 15
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. SasatH] to be used by himself as he
sees fit.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I wish to
be notified when I have used 5 minutes
and T ask unanimous consent to revise
and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Iilinois?

There was no cbjection.

Mr. DIRESEN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. SABATH. Not out of my time.

Mr. DIRKSEN. This is quite germane.
Itlis a matter of interpretation of the
rule.

Mr. SABATH. Later on I will explain
that but I can not yield now, I am sorry
to say.

Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentle-
man who just preceded me that our
country is prosperous. It has never been
as prosperous as it is today. Both labor
and industry are in much better condi-
tion today than in any other country in
the world and all of this under present
laws. I do not see any reason why we
should at this time change the laws that
have made this country the greatest, the
richest, and the most powerful country
in the world, and under which we have
achieved the highest industrial produc-
tion per worker that the world has ever
known. Yet this Republican bill, which
my nose tells me was cooked up by the
National Association of Manufacturers,
or perhaps by worse, would put labor in
chains with this uncalled for and puni-
tive measure,

and’
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For what do these Republican gentle-
men propose to punish labor? For win-
ning the war, on the battle front and
the industrial front? For establishing
an all-time record of production? For
making America the arsenal of democracy
in fact? During 4 years of global war-
fare, with all its hardships and heart-
breaks on the home front, and while the
husbands and sons of the workers were
fighting, less than one-half of one per-
cent of all available working time was
lost by reason of strikes. Had industry
kept its high-sounding no-war-profiteer-
ing pledge as well as labor kept its no-
strike pledge our national debt today
would not be so high. After war ended,
and industry immediately started to cut
labor’s take-home pay, and the cost of
living constantly increased, the news-
papers lost sight of the fact that even
when there were 500,000 men on strike
there were still 53,000,000 men on the
jobh.

Mr. Speaker, this rule is such a vicious
rule, such a Lad rule, so contrary to the
orderly procedure of the House, that 1
could not report it myself, and not even
my genial friend the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. Cox], nor the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. SmMiTH], felt like re-
porting it. It was unloaded upon the
gentleman from . North Carolina whose
amiability would not permit him to re-
fuse to report itf.

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. SABATH. I only have 5 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, it will be contended later
that there are precedents for this in-
famous action. However, there are no
actual precedents. Twice before the
Rules Committtee permitted itself to be
used adversely, once in connection with
a similar labor bill. A rule was reported
making two other bills in order that had
been considered by the Labor Commit-
tee. But this Case bill has never been
submitted to the Labor Committee, it has
been known to nobody with the excep-
tion of a few cooperative conspirators
who hatched it in secret. No one knew
anything about it until the very last min-
ute when the gentleman from South
Dakota appeared before the Rules Com-
mittee and urged that a rule be granted
making the text of his bill in order as
a substitute for the fact-finding bill.

The other time the Rules Committee
was pub in a similar position was when
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
Rankin], naturally in the interest of the
Republican Party, offered his substitute
precluding the American soldier from be-
ing able to vote in acecordance with the.
Constitution of the United States.

Those, then, were the two previous ex-
ceptions to the rules of the House—on
two occasions the Rules Committee
forced to the floor bills previously re-
jected by their proper committees. Even
if they were on all fours with the present
example, which they certainly are not,
two wrongs have never made a right,
and they do not make a right at this
time. As to orderly procedure, you all
know that we cannot write legislation on
the floor of the House. That is the rea-
son we have legislative commiitees. The
standing committees have the right and
the duty, under the rules and under our
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traditions of democratic action, to pass
upon proposed legislation. That right
has been denied to the Committee on
Labor in this instance, and I think it is
Wrong.

In those earlier instances I opposed
the action of the Rules Committee stren-
uously. I pointed to the dangers of such
unprecedented actions. Today I oppose
this rule just as strenuously. If the
House accepts this rule, we may as well
abolish the legislative committees out-
right. It destroys and nullifies the whole
committee system. It is a wholly im-
proper rule, just es the Case bill is a
wholly improper bill, presented by a
woolly lamb from the plains of South
Dakota, deceived and led on by the wolves
of Wall Street. To change the figure,
this bill is the illegitimate offspring of
seeret and illegal wedlock.

The same unholy alliance of arch-
enemies of labor responsible for those
earlier violations of the precedents of
the House are behind this present effort
to discard all the lessons we have learned
here in 160 years of democratic govern-
ment. But this time they have gone
further. In these two earlier instances
the bills in question at least had been
before legislative committees, and had
been flatly rejected.

But now, Mr. Speaker, this tory and
reactionary coalition proposes to revo-
lutionize the rules of procedure of the
House of Representatives. The Rules
Committee reported a rule making in or-
der as a substitute for the properly con-
sidered and reported Randolph fact-
finding bill the text of the provisions of
a bill never even made known to the
Committee on Labor, which had proper
jurisdiction, after that committee had
reported the fact-finding bill requested
by the President, and the chairman of
the Committee on Labor already had ap-
peared before the Rules Committee in
behalf of the committee bill. Let me
repeat that: This Case bill we are called
upon to vote on was never brought be-
fore the Committee on Labor, and
neither members of the Committee on
Labor nor of the Rules Committee had
seen the hill before the gentleman from
South Dakota appeared before our com-
mittee with a typescript in his hand.

Who wants this legislation, this ex
post facto punishment?

It is sought and urged in secret by
those corporations—United States Steel,
General Motors, General Electric, West-
inghouse, the meat-packing companies—
controlled absolutely by Wall Street;
whose officers’ salaries have been in-
creased, not by 182 percent, but up to
50 percent and 100 percent; whose offi-
cers are receiving, in addition to their
salaries, bonuses and dividends amount-
ing, in some cases, to from $50,000 to
$500,000 annually; and who are dead-
locked with their own employees at the
command of sinister financial influences
whose aim is to break labor, to force
higher prices, to eliminate OPA.

No one else has sought this legisla-
tion, Ninety percent of American indus-
try is opposed to any legislation at this
time. The American Federation of
Labor, the Congress of Industrial Or-
ganizations, the Railroad Brotherhoods,
and in fact every labor organization, has
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most strenuously opposed any ill-consid-
ered and hasty antilabor legislation,

Those corporations I have mentioned
ahove have made huge profits in the last
5 years. In unknowing generosity this
Congress has agreed to finance their
lock-outs, They have accumulated huge
reserves and surpluses. They have fat-
tened, financially and in physical plant
assets, on the world's agony.

I regret that some Members on our
side have seen fit to let themselves he
used by the Republican machine, which
functions as a front for corporate power
and special privilege, exemplified by the
dynasties of the Pews, the du Ponts, the
Morgans. In that connection, it is per-
tinent to recall that in the other Cham-
ber the special committees on campaign
expenditures have found repeatedly that
money from the Pews and du Ponts
helped finance the Republican cam-
paigns in South Dakota.

I am aware of the whip and the club
used on the Republican side to muster
a show of strength. I fully realize that
under this coalition of Republicans and
reactionary Democrats the rule will be
adopted. Nevertheless, I feel it my duty
in the interest of fair play to urge the
defeat of the rule, so that sane and fair
legislation can be enacted when the hys-
teria created by full-page advertisements
in the Nation’s leading newspapers, at a
cost. of thousands and thousands and
thousands of dollars, has subsided.

Even at this late hour, Mr. Speaker, 1
have hope that there are enough sincere
and progressive Republicans, who have
the interest of our country and the early
adjustment of labor disputes at heart, to
join with progressive Democrats on this
side and defeat this outrageous effort_to
enslave American labor and destroy the
orderly procedures of this House.

The gentleman from South Dakota
[Mr. Case] and, no doubt, the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. Smita] and others
like them who for years have endeavored
not only to restrain but to destroy organ-
ized labor, will contend that this is a fair
bill. They may even contend that ifs
administration will inure to the benefit of
labor. I am sure, however, they will not
call attention to the fact that it will re-
peal the National Labor Relations Act,
repeal the Wagner-LaGuardia Act, and
bring back that government by injunc-
tion wisely eliminated years ago. They
will not say, Mr. Speaker, that passage
of this outrageous bill would, instead of
giving the President the fact-finding leg-
islation he asked for, stab the President—
the President, yes, and the whole coun-
try—in the back with a knife forged by
enemies of the people.

Mr. Speaker, a few minutes before
taking the floor I received a telegram
from the Warehouse and Distribution
Workers Union of Cleveland, Ohio, which
I insert at this point as part of my re-
marks. It reads as follows:

CLEVELAND, OHIO, January 31, 1946.
Congressman A. J. Sapary,

Chairman, Rules Committee, House of

Representatives, Washington, D. C.:

Demand no Jap sneak attack on American
people by Congress. New labor bill propased
by Congressman Francis Case must be
stopped. This bill is out-and-ouf Hitlerism.

WAREHOUSE AND DISTRIBU-
TION WORKERS UNION.

JANUARY 31

I wish time would permit me to read
some of the hundreds of similar letters
and telegrams I have received from every
section of the United States, and not
only from labor unions but from sincere
men and women who have the interest
and welfare of our Nation at heart.

I should like also to quote from a
statement just handed me which de-
scribes more fully than I am able to do
the effect of the provisions of the Case
bill. Since my limited time preciudes
my reading excerpts from this statement,
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time, and for the information of the
House and of the country I insert the
statement, which is a summary of the
bill H. R, 5262 as a part of my remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Illinois has consumed 5
minutes.

(Following is the text of the statement
referred to:)

SUMMARY OF H. R. 5262 (CASE BILL)

H. R. 5262 is a vindictive attack on the
rights of labor and on the democratic rights
of all the people.

It provides:

1. That for a period which may be as high
as 35 days, a strike by a labor organization is
illegal. :

2. Any form of assistance to a strike is {lle-
gal.

3. At any time, not merely during the 35-
day cooling-off period, picketing by so-called’
force and violence is made illegal.

4. Boycotis now recognized as legal in
the States are condemned as illegal.

5. The hated labor Injunction, ousted from
the law after years of bitter struggle, is re-
stored to full force and effect and the Norris-
LaGuardia Act is repealed.

6. Employees who are engaged In the types
of picketing condemned by the bill lose their
rights under the Wagner Act and employees
engaged in intimidation or violence in con-
nection with a labor dispute or in connection
with organizational activites are denled rein-
statement and back pay under the Wagner
Act,

7. Large groups not only of supervisory
employees but of clerical employees are de-~
nied the protection of the Wagner Act.

8. The Federal courts are open not only for
the purpose of injunction but for the pur-
pose of assessing damages against labor or-
ganizations which wiolate contracts.

The grave evlls which the bill presents are
as follows:

1. It Is a vicious and thoroughly undemo-
cratic interference with the exercise of the
right to strike,

2. Its prohibitions upon assistance to
strikes during the cooling-off period will con-
demn free speech, free picketing, community
action in sympathy with strikes and many
forms of democratic and constitutionally pro-
tected actlvities.

3. The irresponsible attacks upon picket-
ing under the pretext of preventing force is
merely a device to invite the courts to de-
stroy picketing as a form of protected con-
certed activity in American industrial rela-
tions. All lawyers familiar with the field
know that a court can find that all forms
of picketing constitute force. Indeed, the
widespread injunction abuses resulted from
Judicial expansion of the concept of force,

4. The bill revives the hated labor injunc-
tion ousted from the law by the Norris-
LaGuardia Act after years of bitter struggle
and makes of the Federal courts a star-cham-
ber for the repression of the liberties of
American workers.

5. The bill 15 sharply one-sided and is ex-
clusively directed as a punitive expedition
against labor and leaves untouched notorious
employer misconduct in present-day labor
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relations. The bill, for example, although it
purperts to deal with viclence in labor dis-
putes, says nothing about the use of tear gas
by employers to break strikes, about the re-
sort to terror by employers, about the
notoricus Mohawk Valley Formula,

Although it purports to deal with the im-
proper use of economic sanctions by labor
organizations, it is strangly silent concerning
the conspiracy of American industry to defy
the Government of the United States and its
laws. BSimilarly, the bill exposes labor or-
ganizations to novel sanction of suits in the
Federal courts for breach of contract, but
says nothing about the widespread flouting
of War Labor Board directives by employers
which teday has resulted in the denial to
workers of back-pay awards of over $20,000,-
000,

6. The bill, in stripping net only super-
visory employees but large groups of clerical
employees of the protections of the Wagner
Act, will encourage discrimination against
employees who are entitled to the protection
of the Wagner Act and will encourage these
employees to strike in order to obtain those
rights which this bill denies them.

7. The bill removes from the cognizance
of local courts problems of viclence and boy-
cotts which ere now adequately regulated
by leccal law and substitutes for them a cen-
tralized Federal Gestapo. The bill also
punishes employees for name-calling and
minor scuffiing on the picket line by denying
them protections of the Wagner Act. The
Wagner Act now, as interpreted by the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board, contains ade-
quate limitations on the rights of those
strikers who engage in true violence.

8. The bill transforms the Wagner Act
from one which protects the rights of em-
ployees into a weapon in the hands of em-
ployers to destroy labor organizations.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
California [Mr. WELCH]. ;

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, I am op-
posed to this rule as a matter of legisla-
tive principle. I would oppose it if it ap-
plied to any legislation reported to Con-
gress by the arbitrary action of the Rules
Committee. It is an absolute departure
from all orderly rules of parliamentary
procedure of the House and it is without
precedent.

If this undemocratic practice is car-
ried to its logical conclusion the Rules
Committee could usurp the prerogatives
of every legislative committee of this
House.

The Rules Committee reported a rule
yesterday making possible the considera-
tion of the so-called Case bill, H. R. 5262,
in licu of H. R. 4908, before the Case bill
had even been printed, let alone being
referred to the appropriate legislative
committee. From a parliamentary
point of view H. R. 5262 was absolutely
nonexistent when the Rules Committee
acted.

Mr. Speaker, this unprecedented pro-
cedure may serve the particular purpose
intended but mark you, and mark you
well, it will come back to haunt those
responsible for breaking down the or-
derly and long-established procedure of
the House of Representatives.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr, Speaker, I
vield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
South Dakota [Mr. Casgl.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Speaker, the purpose of the so-called
Case bill, H. R. 5262, is to give the coun-
try a chance to get rid of what I would
czll Pear]l Harbor strikes and Pearl Har-
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bor tactics in industrial warfare when
the dispute substantially affects the pub-
lic interest. The primary feature of the
bill is that which establishes a labor-
management mediation board and pro-
vides that if there be proposed either a
strike or a lock-out, the party proposing
to call the strike or to order the lock-
out shall give 5 days’ notice to a labor-
management mediation board, during
which 5 days this board may determine
whether or not there is sufficient public
interest in the issues at stake to warrant
their declaring that it is a dispute affect-
ing the public interest, and then offer
their services as a mediation board for
30 days.

For, if they determine that there is
suffizient public interest, then there will
be a 30-day cooling-off period during
which, first, the board will seek to pur-
sue the collective bargaining that has
been carried on and, if it is nct possible
to continue the negotiations that have
bzen conducted, then to seek to medi-
ate, to talk with the parties separately
and find common ground and bring them
together; then, if that fails, to susgest
to them that they arbitrate, but the
board has no power to compel them to
arbitrate. The bill is an attempt to pre-
serve industrial peace in the country, it
is an attempt to recogrize a situation
where the public interest is greatly at
stake and where the >mployees, the em-
ployers, and the consuming public all
stand a chance to suffer, and to postpone
breaking off relations for 30 days. The
only power the board has during that
period is that i. can apply to f court to
grant, if necessary, a restraining order
to preserve the status quo, so that one
side or the other does not get an advan-
tage during the 30-day cooling-cff
peried.

The primary purpose of the bill is in-
dustrial peace. The various provisions
in the bill are all treated separztely by
sections. If this rule is adopted, each
one of them can bhe considered and
amendments be offered at that time.

Some of the gentlemen who have spo-
ken have asked, “Why should we do
anything at this time?” The gentleman
from Illinois spoke about the production
of the country during the war. That is
true; the country did make a remark-
able record in produ<tion during the
war. We had some extraordinary facil-
ities then for controiling the situation.
We went further during the war with
the War Labor Board than it is proposed
to do in this bill and further than we
ought to go in peacetime.

Who wants this legisletion? Yester-
day the Gallup poll reported on a poll of
the people of the country on what was
the No. 1 legislative problem this year.
And the answer was that legislation
dealing with labor and strikes is No. 1
in public importanee, Gallup reported
that twice as many people gave that as
the primary job of Congress this year as
mentioned any other question whatso-
ever.

Every Member of the Congress, both of
the House and the Senate, during the
past few weeks, has had to answer the
question, “Why does not Congress do
something about strikes?” If we were
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left with a rule which merely reported
the mild bill, the kind of gesture offered
by the Committee on Labor, as I say, if
were limited to the consideration of that,
we would not be in a position to meet
many of the basic questions involved.
This rule, if adopted, epens up the ques-
tion so that we can have an opportunity,
during the consideration of the substi-
tute and amendments thereto, to work
our will.

Every Member of this House has had
to answer that question, “Why does not
Congress do something about it?” What
have you said? Well, you have said,
“Such and such a bill has been infro-
duced. The House has passed it, and
then it was stopped in the Senate.” Or,
“This was introeduced, and the Commit-
;;ter,s’ on Labor did not do anything about

The SFEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from South Da-
kota has expired.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. In our
hands, Members of the House, rests the
destiny of America. It is our responsi-
bility to do something about this labor
sifuation, to try to work out something.
This rule gives us an opportunity. Let
us not run away from it. Let us vote for
the rule and then work out the best
legislation we can,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the genfleman from South
Dakota has expired.

Mr, SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes of my time to the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr, Hook].

Mr. HOOK. Mr. Speaker, I want to
pay my respects to one of the most cut-
standing Members of this House. His
knowledge of labor-management rela-
tions has been accumulated over years
of study. He is a man who knows and is
tolerant of the problems of labor as well
as management. I know he is on the
other side of the aisle in the Republi-
can Party, but his fairness and justice
is such that I am ready and willing to
follow, the Honorable RicHArRD WELCH, of
California, former chairman of the La-
bor Committee on Labor-Management
Affairs. Every word that he said in the
well of this House a moment ago was
true, sincere, and honest. I say, with
him, that I believe the action of the
Rules Committee in circumventing legis-
lative committees of this House should
not be condoned here today or any other
time. We should not put more empha-
sis on a precedent which should never
have been established. The legislative
committees of this House are supposed
to study the facts and bring in legisla-
tion which, in their judgment, after full
deliberation, meets the issue. You can-
not legislate in a vacuum. We have
never had an opportunity to have an in-
vestigation and complete study into the
facts as to what made collective bar-
gaining break down. Why did collec-
tive bargaining fail? I want to know;
you want to know; the American people
want to know. Both labor and manage-
ment represented by the top men of
those organizations said before the Com-
mittee on Labor that they thought the
only way to approach this problem was

.
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through fair and honest collective har-
gaining. The head of the Chamber of
Commerce Mr. Johnston; the president
of the National Association of Manufac-
turers, Mr. Mosher; and the heads of the
three great labor organizations, Mr,
Green, Mr. Lewis, 8nd Mr. Murray, all
agreed to that. I introduced a resolu-
tion in the Commitiee on Labor request-
ing that we establish an investigating
committee to investigate the facts as to
why collective bargaining has broken
down. That resclution was defeated by
a tie vote. I am told that if that reso-
lution *were presented today, it would
pass by an overwhelming vote. Let us
give the people the reasons why the great
corporations—the United States Steel
and General Motors—defied the Govern-
ment and the President of the United
States. The only way that can be de-
termined is through an exhaustive study,
with proper appropriations, I cannot,
in the short period of time I have, give
this House the information I have on
the subject.

Of course, the South Dakota legisla-
tor, from that great State of the Black
Hills and arid waste marginal land, now
a self-appointed labor-management ex-
pert, now offers a bill which will bring
blight on the Nation as the dry rot brings
blight to the wheat crop of his State.

Do not legislate in a vacuum. It can-
not be done. It will not work. Vote
down this rule.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Illinois {Mr. DIRKSEN].

Mr. DIRKSEN, Mr. Speaker, I would
like to address an inguiry to some mem-
ber of the Rules Committee. It appears
to me that the Case hill, when substi-
tuted, would serve as an original bill,
Therefore, another substitute would be in
order for the Case bill at any time when
we finally read under the 5-minute rule.
Is that a correct interpretation of this
rule? Obviously, it must be germane,

Mr. CLARK. The Case hill will be in
the nature of an amendment to the
original bhill, and I think a substitute
would be in order, and probably an
amendment to the substitute.

Mr. DIRESEN. An amendment or
substitute to the Case bill would be in
order, under the ruie?

Mr. CLARK. I think that is correct.
And an amendment to the substitute
would be in order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The time
of the gentleman from Illinois has ex-
pired. .

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. MarcANTONIO].

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker,
in dealing with this rule, I submit we
must consider facts. This rule makes in
order the so-called Case bill. Without
this rule the Case hill would be out of
order. Let ussee what the Case bill does.
It definitely repeals the Norris-La-
Guardia Anti-Injunction Act. It def-
initely vitiates the National Labor Rela-
tions Act. It most definitely substitutes
government by injunction in labor rela-
ticns.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr,
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Mr. MARCANTONIO. I decline to
yield. I have only 3 minutes. The gen-
tleman should know what is in his bill
if he wrote it. -

Incidentally, let me say to the gentle-
man that his bill reinstates the yellow-
dog contract. That is what this bill does
to labor. It is the most vicious antilabor
bill we have ever had before this House
or that has ever been introduced in this
Congress. That is just what we are being
asked to consider by this most extraor-
dinary, unprecedented rule.

This bill, in my considered judgment,
is the product of a joint effort on the part
of certain Republican resctionaries al-
lied with certain poll tax gentleman on
the Rules Committee. This bill consti-
tutes incitement of industrial strife,
This bill will assist corporations bloated
with prefits and arrogance to become
more arrogant and it will encourage
them to continue to refuse to give their
workers a decent wage, Why? Because
you protect their scabs by this bill, you
destroy all of labor’s rights attained
after years of suffering and sacrifice.
You gentlemen on the Republican side,
remember you are reinstating the yel-
low-dog contract, which your own Re-
publican administration at one time
helped abolish. You are going back to
the old days of Government by injunc-
tion. ¥You are siripping labor of every
one of its rights, and you are doing it by
a most unholy and undemocratic alli-
ance. You might as well face the facts
when you vote for this rule.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from New York
has expired.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the remainder of my time, 4 minutes, to
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
BizMILLER].

Mr. BIEMILLER., Mr. Speaker, the
gentleman from California [Mr. WELcH]
and other speakers who have preceded
me have quite correctly maintained that
the Rules Committee is today asking you
to break down the orderly procedure of
the House of Representatives. They are
asking you to vote for a rule that could
boomerang against any committee in
this House. They are asking you to
make in order on this floor a bill which
had not even been printed when the
Rules Committee first acted upon it.
They are asking you today to debate a
bill which was introduced only 48 hours
ago.

Mr. CASE of -South Dakota.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BIEMILLER. I do not yield—my
time is too limited.

Mr. Speaker, in voting on the proposal
to make H, R. 5262 in order we had also
best consider some other features of the
bill in addition to those that have been
pointed out. We are peing asked fo re-
store government by injunction in the
field of labor relations, injunctions that
in the past have been used so extensively
as even to forbid the holding of church
services in coal-mining areas because
they were remotely tied up with labor
disputes. You are asked furthermore,
those of you who come from coal-mining
areas, to do away with one of the great
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gains the coal miners have made in this
country dealing with the maintenance of
their organization. You are being asked
to throw the check weighmen out of the
union. The bill would specifically do
that. ¥You and I know that the early
coal miners’ unions were organized
around this issue. It was the only way
the coal miners could be certain they
would get the full wages to which they
were entitled.

Some of you on the other side of the
House, some of you who are inclined to
be for this measure inspired by the Re-
publican National Committee and the
Republican leadership of the House, are .
in the habit from time to time of coming
on the floor and praising the American
Federation of Labor. I believe you are
probably sincere in that. May I poini
out to you that this bill would knock out
of the building trade-unions every fore-
man. Foremen have belonged to those
unions from time immemeorial.

By curtailing labor's right fo strike
and management’s right to strike, this
hill takes a long siride toward compul-
sory arbitration. Every management
spokesman I know of opposes such a
move.

I cite this comparatively small num-
ber of illustrations to show you that the
bill contains provisions which I am sure
no one wants to support, provisions that
if we had an opportunity to work out
this problem carefully I believe none of
us would want. That is why I hope the
rule will be voted down, and that this
whole problem of industrial relations can
be considered carefully, as it should be;
can be considered cautiously as we have
heen advised by Eric Johnston, president
of the United States Chamber of Com-
merce, that it should be. We should re-
vise labor legislation very, very carefully,
If we pass hasty, ill-conceived. punitive
legislation we may well find that instead
of solving the strike problem we will in-
tensify it. Remember what happened
after Congress passed the Smith-Con-
nally Act? Even the gentleman from
Virginia [Mr. Smrra] wishes to repeal
that law now.

There is not a Member of this House
who believes that passage of a bill today
will have any immediate effect upon eas-
ing the present strike situation. There
are some of us, and I am one of them,
who believe that the passage of this kind
of punitive legislation, this legislation
that is designed to destroy the advances
which labor has made during the past
half century in this country, would only
antagonize the workers. As has been
previously suggested, if we pass repres-
sive legislation many, many corporation
leaders in this country will again feel
that they are above the law, that they
can go back to their practice of the early
twentieth century when they rode rough-
shod over all labor groups, when goons
were the order of the day. H. R. 5262
would encourage the resumption of the
kind of labor relations we knew in this
country previous to the passage of the
Wagner Labor Relations Act.

This is a bill that I believe, Mr. Speaker,
was definitely sired by malice and foaled
by deceit. Those who hate labor want
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it passed, those who have little respect
for the orderly procedure of Congress
do not care how they get it on the floor.

I trust those Members who want to see
us proceed in accordance with established
rules and precedents will vote against the
pending resolution from the Rules Com-
mittee.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from Wisconsin
has expired.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
may I inquire how the time stands?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentleman from Illinois has 8 minutes
remaining, the gentleman from North
Carolina 9, and the gentleman from Illi-
nois. [Mr. SasatH] has consumed his
entire 15 minutes.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. HALLECK].

Mr. HALLECEK. Mr. Speaker, thisisa
serious matier that we approach, and I
would hope that every one of us could
approach it with a recognition of its
seriousness. Things have been said and
words have been printed that legislative
action should not be had in anger or in
malice. I subseribe to that. I would
also like to suggest to some of my esti-
mable friends—who are sincere; I do not
gquestion that—that probably not very
much is contributed to a sound solution
of our problems by name calling, resort
to epithets, or depart in great measure
from the facts of the situation.

Let us see why this is before us. Was
it not on last December 3 that President
Truman asked for labor legislation? I
recall that speech in which he asked the
Congress to do something. He outlined
the problem, and, as I remember it, he
said something to the effect that if you
do not like my program, why, get up one
of your own. Did he not say that the
American people have been patient?
Did he not recall that the labor-man-
agement conference had ended with no
recommendation? Did he ot say that
he recemmended that the Congress take
action?

Mr. Speaker, I intend to support this
rule, which, first of all, brings before the
House the bill introduced on December
5, I take it, prepared in the executive
department in compliance with the re-
quest of the President. That bill went
to the Labor Committee for considera-
tion. Some hearings were held. I un-
derstand one witness appeared, even
qualifiedly as to him, in support of the
bill. That was the Secretary of Labor.
However, the Labor Committee had all
of the various matters we have been
talking about before it in the considera-
tion of that measure and any other mat-
ters that might be deemed appropriate.

The Labor Committee reported the
bill, bear in mind, asked for in the first
instance by the Presiaent of the United
States. That bill was assailed by the
same persons who assail it here today,
and assail any action designed to bring
about consideration by the House of this
over-all matter. The committee recom-
mended that certain parts of that bill be
stricken out.

Subsequently a Member of the House
who happens to be a Republican in-
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troduced a bill, which carries the number
5262. He asked the Rules Committee
to make that bill in order as a substi-
tute for the committee bill.

You genitlemen who cppose any rule
here must recognize that if you defeat
this rule you prevent the House from
considering and determining, if it sees
fit, whether or not the recommendation
of the President of the United States in
this matter should be brought up for
consideration. You likewise deny to the
House the right to consider any of the
problems arising in connection with this
matter,

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman from Indiana
has expired.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois, Mr. Speaker,
I yield the gentleman three additional
minutes.

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, refer-
ence has been made to the Case bhill
and I take it that this is not particularly
the time to discuss the merits of that
proposal because if this rule is adopted
and the Case bill is read as a substitute,
then the membership can strike it all
out, it can strike out any part of it,
it can refuse to substitute it for the
committee bill and proceed to perfec-
tion of the committee bill.

I listened with great interest to some
of the gentlemen who have spoken ahead
of me in such violent opposition to any-
thing and everything, I always enjoy
hearing their tunes, but it is always the
same tune. It would not make much dif-
ference what you put in a bill, you would
hear the same arguments, that it stripped
labor of all its rights, and other similar
extreme and sweeping statements. Of
course, that is not true; it could not he
true generally.

A lot of us believe that the processes
of mediation and conciliation should be
strengthened. Why not proceed with the
consideration of that and work out some-
thing in the course of the next number
of days, or whatever time it takes, to
strengthen those processes?

Yes; the gentlemen say that the dec-
laration of purposes is fine; we agree
with it entirely. But when anyone be-
gins to implement it they are afraid to
even try to do anything about it. They
say, “Why, of course, collective bargain-
ing means nothing if contracts are not
hinding on both parties.” Yet apparent-
ly they are afraid to try to do anything
about mutuality of obligation of con-
tract.

Then they say, “Why, we are for law
and order; we are not for violence or
force on either side; on the part of the
employers with goons, or on the side of
the employees on strike.” They agree
with all of us on that, and no one dis-
agrees. Yes; they agree with the Ameri-
can Civil Liberties Union that sent out
a statement the other day. I am sure
my good friend from New York, who
likes to talk about the NAM, would hard-
ly class the American Civil Liberties
Union as an enemy of labor. Here is
what they say: '

But no claims of the rights to picket jus-
tify the use of force to prevent access to

plants on strike by those who are willing to
cross picket lines, Reports of current strikes
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show Instances in which pickets have pre-
vented access to plants by executive officers,
by maintenance crews keeping up such serv-
ices as heat and lighting, and by clerical
workers not members of the striking union.

These are plain abuses of the right of
picketing. In the view of the American Civil
Liberties Union, the right of access, not only
of these persons, but of any and all others,
is undebatable. The two rights of picketing
and of access to places picketed are not
conflicting.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from Indiana has
expired.

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I yield the
remainder of the time on this side to the
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SmiTH].

Mr, SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
there has been so much heat displayed
in this debate that I hope I may not be
out of place in attempting to shed a little
light.

Those who constantly vote the CIO
ticket still cling to the threadbare tech-
nique of crying “Wolf, wolf” whenever
any type of labor legislation, however
mild, is proposed. They have found in
the past that by yelling bloody murder
as loudly as possible and threatening
those who disagree with dire political re-
prisals they have been successful in
frightening certain timid souls,

I know, however, from my conversa-
tions in recent weeks with Members, both
Democrat and Republican, that there is
on the part of many of them an earnest
and sincere desire to enact legislation
that will be fair fo both labor and indus-
iry, protect the paramount rights of the
great masses of the general public, and
still do no violence to the legitimate ob-
jectives of collective bargaining, T,
therefore, appeal to the membership to
read and study the provisions of this bill
and not be swayed by the wild cries of
anguish emanating from the left wing.

Members of Congress, newspapers, and
radio commentators have spoken of this
bill as drastic. I make the flat assertion
that there is not a drastic provision in
the bill, and I call to witness the lan-
guage of the bill itself,

The theory upon which this legislation
is based is that Congress in the past has
enacted legislation—to wit, the Norris-
LaGuardia Anti-Injunction Act and the
National Labor Relations Act—in which
have been given to organized labor ex-
emptions and privileges not accorded to
any other class of citizen. These immu-
nities were given by the Congress in good
faith for the purpose of protecting and
encouraging the legitimate objectives of
collective hargaining.

Congress never intended to protect or-
ganized labor in the pursuit of objectives
which were not the proper aims of col-
lective bargaining and which were
against the rights of individual workers,
inimical to the general welfare, and in
violation of all decent standards of hu-
man activities.

This bill provides no penalties, either
civil or criminal, but merely undertakes
to draw a dividing line between the pur-
suit of legitimate objectives of collective
bargaining and the exercise of union ac-
tivities that were never intended to be
protected Ly law and are contrary to the
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paramount interests of the general pub-
lic. All the bill does—and I invite your
careful inspection of its language—is to

withdraw from the protection of the Nor-.

ris-LaGuardia Act and the protection
of the National Labor Relations Act cer-
tain specific labor-union activities which
neither Congress nor the general public
ever intended to protect, shield, or coun-
tenance.

It merely provides that if labor unions
persist in pursuing policies that are
either eriminal or against the public in-
terest as declared in the bill, the union
shall not be permitted to hide behind the
shield of the Anti-Injunction Act and the
National Labor Relations Act, which
were never designed or intended for that
purpose.

Then what are the specific things that
we here declare to be against the publie
policy? And I ask if any fair-minded
person can find fault with an inhibition
against that type of practice. What are
they?

The bill, beginning on page 11, under
Miscellaneous Provisions, declares that
four types of union activities are “detri-
mental to the interest of the general
public” and “destructive of collective bar-
gaining.” Those four things are: Breach
of contract, violenee, unionization of
foremen, boycotts, or related practices.

The bill declares, that:

First. Contraects made pursuant te col-
lective bargaining shall be equally bind-
ing and enforceable, either in law or
equity, on both parties to the contract,
and either party breaching the contraet
is subjected to a suit for injunction er
damages for breach of the contract.

Second. If either party to the contract
seeks by the use of force, violence, or
threats thereof, to prevent any person
from quitting or continuing his employ-
ment, or accepting employment, or enter-
ing or leaving a place of employment, the
guilly party may be enjoined from such
illegal conduct and shall cease fo have
the protection afforded to an employee
under the protective provisions of the
National Labor Relations Acf.

Third. That supervisory emplorees,
being a part of the management of the
business, cannot serve both the employer
and the union and must make the choice
of whether they shall be a part of man-
agemenf or a part of the union. They
may not sit on both sides of the barzain-
ing table as members or officers of the
union and, at the same time, as repre-
sentatives of management.

Fourth. That those who deliberately
engage in so-called boycotts and juris-
dictional disputes shall no longer enjoy
the protection of the Anti-Injunction Act
or the National Labor Relations Act.

Now, the gentleman from New York
made the bold asserfien that this bill
absolutely repeals the Norris-LaGuardia
Act. Gentlemen, I have told vou just
what it does.

Mr, MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman- yield? .

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I do not
yield. I have told you just what it dees,
The statement rests between the genile-
man from New York and myself, I ask
you to read the bill and see which one
of us is right about it.

It seems to me that these who are
complaining so loudly and so bitterly
about the provisions of this act would be
more convincing if they would confine
themselves to a logical argument as to
why any individual, organization, cor-
poration, or association should be pro-
tected by special law from any one of
the four activities above mentioned.
There just is no logieal, just, and de-
fensible reason why the law should give
persons engaged in this type of activity
special protection above and beyond that
afforded to any other citizen of this
country.

As to the mediation provisions of the
bill, they are in effect substantially the
same as those recommended by the bill
report by the Labor Committee, with the
exception that this hill carries the Presi-
dent’'s recommendation for a cooling-off
period before a strike can be called and,
likewise, withdraws from any person or
union violating its provisions the special
privilages accorded to Iabor unions in the
Anti-Injunction Act and the National
Labor Relations Act.

That is all that the bill does and no
amount of lurid and extravagant lan-
guage can read anything else into it.

Now, as to this rule—I just wish the
time would come when the Committee on
Rules could please all of the Members of
the House even some of the time. We
never hope to please all of them all of
the time. But remember, we have a very
difficult situation. We have a difficult
situation of trying to find eut what the
majority of the House does want to con-
sider. In this instance, we coneluded
that the majority of the House at the
call of the people of the United States
want the Heouse to consider labor legis-
lation and that they do not want to be
hampered by parliamentary rules which
would prevent them from giving it full
consideration. So we decided to do the
thing that was democratic. The demo-
cratic thing was to say to the House,
“Here is the legislation with a wide open
rule. Do what you think is best about
it.” We are going to open the door so
that either side can offer any amendment
to add to the legislation or strike from
the legislation so that in the end this
House would be permitted to do the thing
that it wants to do by a majority of its
votes. Can you ask for anything fairer
than that?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from Virginia has
expired.

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I move the
previous guestion. -

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, I
ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there
were—yeas 258, nays 114, not voting, 56,
as follows:

[Roll No. 18]
YEAS—258
Abemethq Anderson, Celif. Arnold ;
Adams Andresen, Auchincloss
Allen, 111, Aungust H Baldwin, Md.
Allen, ILa, Andrews, Ala. Barden
Andersen, Andrews, N. Y. Barrett, Wyo.
H. Carl Arends Beall
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Bell Gregory O’'Neal
Bennet, N. Y. Pace *
Bennett, Mo. Gross Patman
Blackney Gwinn, N. Y. Peterson, Fla,
Bland Gwynne, Iowa. Peterson, Ga.
Bonner Hagen FPhillips -
Boren Hale Pickett
Bradley, Mich. Hall, Ploeser
Brehm Edwin ArthurPrice, Fla.
Brooks Hall, Priest
Brown, Ga. Leonard W. Rains
Brown, Ohio  Halleck Randolph
Brumbaugh Hand Rankin
Bryson Hare Reece, Tenn.
Buek Harless, Ariz. Reed, IlL
Buffett Harris Rees, Kans,
Burch Hays Rich
Burgin Hébert Richards
But'er Henry Riley
Byrnes, Wis. Heselton Roberston,
Camp Hess N. Dak.
Campbell Hii Robertson. Va.
Case, N. J. Hinshaw Robsion, Ky.
Case, 8. Dak. Hobbs Rockwell
Chelf Hoeveon Rodgers, Pa,
Chenoweth Hoftman Roe, Md.
Chiperfield Holines, Mass. Rogers, Fla,
Church Holmes, Wash. Rogers, Mass.
Clark Hope Russell
Clason Horan Sasscer
Clevenger Howell Schwebe, Mo,
Cilippinger Jarman Schwabe, Okla,
Cole, Mo. Jenkins Shafer
Cole,.N. Y, Jennings Sharp
Colmer Jensen Short
Combs guhmon. Calif. Sikes
Cooper ehnson, Simpson, I,
Courtney Luther A. Stmpson, Pa
Cox Johnson, Slaughter
Cravens Lyndon B. Smith, Maine
Crawford Johnson, Okia. Smith. Ohlo
Cunningham  Jonkman Smith, Va
Curtis Judd Smith, Wis
D’Alesandro Kean
Daughton, Va. Kearney Springer
Davis Eeefe Stefan
D'Ewart Kery Stevenson
Dirksen Kilburn Stewnrt
Doltiver KEilday Stockman
Domengeaux Kinzer Sumner, 11
Doughton, N. C. Knutson Sumners, Tex
Drewry Landis
Durham Lanham Talbot
Dworshak Latham Talle
Earthman Lea Tarver
Eaton LeCompte Taylor
Elliott Luce Thomas, N. J,
Ellis Lyle Thomasen
Elisworth MecConnell Tibbott
Elsaesser McCowen Towe
Elston McDonough Trimble
Eng’e, Calif, McGehee Vinson
Fallon McGregor Vorys. Ohio
Fellows McMillan, 8. C. Vursell
Fenton Mahon Wadsworth
Folger Malobey Wasielewskl
Fuller Manasco Weaver
Gamble Mansfield, Tex. Weichel
Gary Martin, Towa West
Gathings Mertin, Mass. Whitten
Gavin Mason Whittington
Gerlach May Wigglesworth
Gibson Merrow Wilson
Gifford Michener Winstead
Gillespie Miller, Nebr. Winter
Gillette Mills Wolcott
Gillie Monroney Wolfenden, Pa.
Goodwin Murdock Wood
Gora Murray, Tenn. Woodruff
Gossett Murray, Wis, Worley
Greham Norblad Zimmerman
Grant, Ala, Norreil
Grant, Ind. O'Hara

NAYS—114
Angell De Lacy Granshan
Batley Delaney, Gringer
Baldwin, N. Y. James J. Green
Barrett, Pa. Delaney,
Bates, Ey. John J. Havenner
Bender Douglas, Calif. Hedrick
Blemiller f Eeffernan
Bishop Doyle Hoch
Bolton Eberharter Hook
Bradley, Pa. Feighan Huber
Buckley Fernandez Hull
Bunker Flannagan Jackson
Byrne, N. Y. Flood Johnson, Ind
Cannon, Mo, Forand Ree
Carnahan Gallagher Kefauver
Celler Gardner Kelley, Pa.
Cochran Geelan Eelly, 1I1.
Coffee Gordon Eeozh
Corbett Gorski King
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Kirwan Neely Ryter
Kopplemann  O'Brien, Ill. Babath
Kunkel O'Brien, Mich. Sadowskl
LaFollette O’Konski Savage
Lane O'Toole Snyder
Larcade Outland Somers, N. Y.
Lemke Patterson Bpence
Lesinski Philbin Starkey
Lewls Pittenger Sullivan
Link Powell Thom
Ludlow Price, I11. Thomas, Tex,
Lynch Quinn, N. Y, Tolan
McCormack Rabaut Torrens
McGlinchey Rabin . Traynor
Madden Ramey Voorhis, Calif,
Mansfield, Rayfiel Walter
Mont. Resa We!
Marcantonio  Rogers,N. Y. White :
Miller, Calif.  Rooney Wolverton, N. J.
Murphy Rowan Woeodhouse
NOT VOTING—56
Barry Fisher Morrison
Bates, Mass, Fogarty Mundt
Backworth Fulten Norton
Bioom Gearhart Patrick
Boykin Hancock Pleifer
Bulwinkle Harness, Ind, Plumley
Canfield Hartley Poage
Cannon, Fla, Healy Reed, N. Y.
Carlson Hendricks Rivers
Chapman Herter Rizley
Clements Holifleld Robinson, Utah
Cole, Eans. Izac Roe, N. Y.
Cooley Johnson, I11. Scrivoner
Crosser Jones Sheppard
Curley LeFevre Sheridan
Dawson MeEenzie Stigler
Dingell MeMillen, I11.  Sundstrom
Dondero Meathews Wickersham
Engel, Mich, Morgan
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So the resolution was agreed to.
The Clerk announced the following

pairs:

On this vote:
Mr. Hartley for, with Mr. Barry against.
Mr, Herter for, with Mr. Healy against,
Mr. Plumley for, with Mr. Pfeifer against.
Mr. Poage for, with Mr. Sheridan against,
Mr, LeFevre for, with Mr. Dawson against.

General pairs until further notice:

Mr. Morrison with Mr. Jones,
Mr. Cecoley with Mr. Harness of Indiana.
Mr. Roe of New York with Mr. Johnson of

Illinols.

Mr. Eloom with Mr. Fulton.

Mrs. Norton with Mr. Hancock.

Mr. Tzac with Mr. Dondero.

Mr. Dingell with Mr. Clason.

Mr. Wickersham with Mr.

Reed of New

Mr. Clements with Mr. Scrivner.

Mr. Holifield with Mr. Rizley.

Mr. Beckworth with Mr. Mundt.

Mr. Robinson of Utah with Mr. Canfield.
Mr. Chapman with Mr. McMillen of Illinois.
Mr. Rivers with Mr, Engel of Michigan,
Mr. Hendricks with Mr. Gearhart.

Mr. Bulwinkle with Mr. Cole of Kansas.
Mr. Crosser with Mr. Sundstrom.

Mrs, EBorten changed her vote from
“yea” {o “nay.”
Mr. Bearr changed his vote from “nay”

to “yea.”

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

ADJOURNMENT FROM FRIDAY UNTIL

MONDAY

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr. Speaker, un-

der the rule 2 days of general debate are
allowed on this bill. It is pretty gener-
ally recognized that the bill will not be
disposed of under the 5-minute rule in
1 day. The leadership have agreed that
we will start the reading of the hill on
Monday. In order to ascertain whether
or not that understanding can be car-
ried ouf, I ask unanimous consent that

when the House adjourns on tomorrow,

Friday, it adjourn to meet on the fol-
lowing Monday.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMAREKS

Mr. FORAND asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include a resolution,

APFOINTMENT OF FACT-FINDING BOARDS
TO INVESTIGATE LABOR DISPUTES

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union for the considera-
tion of the bill (H. R. 4908) to provide
for the appointment of fact-finding
boards to investigate labor disputes seri-
ously affecting the national public inter-
est, and for other purposes.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the con-
sideration of the bill H, R. 4908, with
Mr. O’NEAL in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

DBy unanimous consent, the first read-
ing of the bill was dispensed with.

Mr, RANDOLFH. Mr, Chairman, I
vield myself 15 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, in November 1932 I was
elected by the voting citizens of the Sec-
ond Congressional District of West Vir-
ginia to the Congress of the United
States. It was only 2 or 3 weeks later
when I came to the National Capital to
discuss with Members of the Congress,
who were experienced and who were in
places of leadership, what I should do as
a new Member taking office for the first
time in March 1933, I remember very
well the counsel which I received from
splendid men on bhoth sides of the alsle.
1 recall, most of all, the discussion which
I was privileged to have with Fepresent-
ative Joe Byrns, of Tennessee, later to
become an able Speaker of the House.
He was at that time in a place of leader-
ship within the Democratic Party, which
had partially taken control of the ad-
ministration of this country by the elec-
tion in 1930 of a majority of Democrats
in the House of Representatives. I said
to Mr. Byrns, “I am & novice, and I want
to ask some questionus. If I can gain
membership only on one committee in
the House of Representatives, I should
like that to be the Committee on Labor.”

I told him then that in my State of
West Virginia I had seen the crucifixion
of labor upon the cross of long hours,
short pay, and unsatisfactory working
conditions. If I had my choice, and the
opportunity were extended, I desired to
become a member of the Committee on
Lahor in this body.

It so happened that I was chosen a
member of that committee, and since
1933 until this present moment when I
exercise the responsibility which I well
understand as acting chairman of that
group, I have been a member of the Com=
mittee on Labor.

I shall now discuss this most important
legislation.

First of all, I think the membership of
the House should know, so the record be
kept clear, that I am for H. R. 4908 as
presented originally and filed by the
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Committee on Labor, through its chair-
man, Mrs. NorToN, of New Jersey. I am
for that legislation, proposed by the
President of the United States and intro-
duced into this body, and on which
subsequently hearings and action were
taken by the Committee on Labor.

The President of the United States,
charged with almost fearful responsi-
bility during this period of reconversion,
said he desired placed in his hands this
instrumentality to deal with the eco-
nomic unrest and widespread strikes
which were facing the people of this
country during the last part of 1945 and
the first weeks of 1946.

I must be eqgually frank with my col-
leagues and say, even though I am a
vigorous advocate of the entire bill as
presented in H. R. 4908, that I am just
as strongly opposed to the so-called Case
bill, which has been hurriedly presented
and made a substitute for H. R, 4908.
You will consider these proposals during
the next few days, as Members individu-
ally and collectively, exercising your
will and responsibility not only to your
constituents in the counties you repre-
sent, but to the United States as a whole.

I trust that my remarks may be tem-
perate, yet I hope they will be pointed,
because I have made a study of this
question. For what it is worth, I give
you an analysis of the Presidential re-
quest, and ask you to think seriously,
those of my colleagues who are listening
today and those who may read the re-
marks I have made in the REcorp, about
the reason why I predicate my support
with the considered reasoning of the
President and against other off-the-
cuff proposals which are to be hastily
considered.

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield for
a question? -

Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield to my good
colleague from Oklahoma.

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. The
gentleman is making a very informative
statement. I was very much interested
in the gentleman’s statement that he
favors the President's proposed fact-
finding bill. May I not suggest that cer-
tain polls indicate, particularly the
Gallup Poll, that 8 out of 10 people in
the United States favor the President's
bill. Does not the gentleman think that
the House has a moral right to vote for
or against the President’s fact-finding
pill rather than either the bill as re-
ported by the House Labor Committee or
the so-called Case amendment that has
been made in order?

The Case amendment may be a de-
cided improvement over that reported
out by the House Committee on Labor,
but the point I am {rying to make is that,
considering all the discussion for and
against the Pypesident's proposed fact-
finding bill, that this House should be
given the privilege of voting first on the
President’s proposal. What does the
gentleman say about that?

Mr. RANDOLPH. The gentleman
from Oklahoma poses a question, at
least partially approached by other
Members in discussing this matter of the
rule. I wish we could vote first on the
President’s request in H. R. 4908 in-
clusive in all its provisions.
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The reason I voted for the rule, I may
say to the gentleman from Oklahoma
and my colleagues, is because I am the
acting chairman of the Committee on
Labor of this House and the President
of the United States requests that the
legislation which he had drafted and
sent to our body be reported. Iam sorry
the House Labor Committee did not re-
port the full text of the President’s bill.
I so voted in the committee.

Under the rule if in the committee we
adopt the Case substitute and then come
into the House and vote down the Case
amendment we have the opportunity in
the House of voting for H. R. 4908, be-
cause that would then be in order; that is
the only way, I may suggest, that I could
carry out the desire of the Administra-
tion and my own personal wish in get-
ting, although under not the most favor-
able circumstances, an opportunity to
vote, I hove, on H. R. 4908.

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. If the
genfleman would indulge me a little
further——

Mr. RANDOLPH. I always indulge
my friend. Certainly I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. My
question was not propounded in any
spirit of criticism, for I too voted for the
rule to bring up this bill for considera-
tion. The adoption of the rule is the
only means presented of ascertaining the
sentiment of the House not only on the
Case bill, but it also gives hope ulti-
mately of getting a vote on the Presi-
dent’s fact-finding bill.

Mr. RANDOLPH., I now yield to my
friend from Texas.

Mr. RUSSELL. I believe the gentle-
man has already answered the question
I intended to ask, but to be sure I will
state it. I understood the gentleman to
say that he favored that part of the
President’s proposal which the Labor
Committee struck out beginning at the
bottom of page 3, subsection (b) on the
fact-finding boards, as well as the first
part of section 4, beginning on page 5,
midway.

Mr. RANDOLPH. In the committee I
voted against the emasculation of H. R.
4908 when it was attempted by striking
out of the proposed bill the cooling-off
period and the subpena power. I was
for the bill as it was introduced. I was
opposed to having those sections deleted
in committee.

Mr. RUSSELL. That is exactly the
answer I expected.

Mr. EELLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield to my friend
from Pennsylvania, a member of the
committee.

Mr. KELLEY of Pennsylvania. Do I
understand the chairman of the commit-
tee to say that if the so-called Case sub-
stitute is defeated, then in order will be
H. R. 4908 as it was presented to the
Labor Committee or as it was voted out?

Mr. RANDOLPH. As it was presented.
It will be an original bill in the House if
we volte down the amendment.

Mr. KELLEY of Pennsylvania. Does
the House get no chance to vote on the
bill as it was reported by the Labor Com-
mittee?

Mr. RANDOLPH. First of all, if the
Case amendment is defeated in the
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House, the vote would recur on the full
text of H. R. 4908, and not the amended
and reported hill, as it came from the
Labor Commitiee.

Mr. HARRIS, Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDOIFH, 1 yield to my col-
league.

Mr. HARRIS. And in that connection
the question then would be whether or
not the commitiee would adopt the
amendments of the Labor Committee re-
porting this legislation to the House; and
if the committee failed to adopt the two
amendments, that is, the committee and
the House fail to adopt the two amend-
ments incorporated in the bill presentied
here, then you would have the Presi-
dent’s original fact-finding propesal.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Yes. If whateveris
adopted in the commitiece is refused in
the House the next vofe comes on the
original H. R. 4208,

Mr. EEILEY of Pennsylvania. Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield for
a question?

Mr. RANDOLPH. Yes; I yield to my
friend from Pennsylvania.

Mr. EELLEY of Pennsylvania. How
could the House vote on the original bill,
H. R. 4908, when it was not reported?

Mr. RANDOLPH. It was reported, sir,
with amendments, We did not report a
clean bill, We reported H. R. 4908 with
amendments,

Mr. RAMEY, Mr. Chaiman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDOLPH. Iyield to the gentle-
man from Ohio.

Mr. RAMEY. H., R. 4908 with amend-
ments is what we would still have to vote
on provided the Case substitute is de-
feated. We would have to vote on what
the committee brought in, would we not?

Mr. RANDOLFPH. I am told by the
Parliamentarian that the vote would re-
cur on the original bill in the event the
amendments adopted in the Committee
of the Whole were defeated in the House.
If I am in error, I will adjust my remarks
to suit the exact situation. This rule,
as you understand, from a discussion by
the members of the Rules Committee
and others in this House, has been some-
what in dispute.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Iunder-
stood a while ago that if the Dirksen
amendment prevailed, that would take
priority over the other hill; am I cor-
rect?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I am sorry, I do
not know about the Dirksen substitute,
and if such is to be offered.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL., There
was a proposed amendment by the gen-
tleman from Illincis [Mr. DIRESEN].

Mr. RANDOLPH. I regret I do not
know of any Dirksen amendment. I
have not been advised in that regard.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from West Virginia has
expired.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself 10 additional minutes,

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?
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Mr. RANDOLPH. 1 yield to the gen-
tleman from Michigan.

Mr. HOFFMAN. If I understand cor-
rectly, the Dirksen amendment or sub-
stitute, whichever you want to call it—
substitute I think is proper—will be of-
fered as a substitute for the Case bill.
It is a sort of a younger son in the family
or child in the family., Some of us, I
guess, have not seen it. I thouzht of
offering a substitute for the Dirksen
amendment in the form of one to be
written next week.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HAIL. 1 am
asking for information. In the event
this other amendment or substitute that
the gentleman refers to comes up, what
will then be the situation on the original
bill?

Mr. RANDOLPH. The gentleman
would not attempt to go into the matier
of the Dirksen amendment. I know
nothing about it at this point. I have
not heard there was any so-called sub-
stitute to be offered by the gentleman
from Mlifiois [Mr, Dirksen]. During the
debate I hope we can he clarified, as well
as attempt to clarify, in the situation
which will exist when the actual amend-
ments are offered.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Of course, if the
Dirksen substitute is offered to the Case
substitute and the Dirksen substitute is
adopted, when we get back to the House
the situation is the same as the gentle-
man from West Virginia has outlined.
There will be an opportunity to vofe on
the original bill.

Mr. EELLEY of Pennsylvania. The
gentleman stated he knows nothing
about the Dirksen amendment. I do not
think anyone else does either. The gen-
tleman did not know anything ‘about the
Case substitute either before Tuesday
evening, did he? No one eise did.

Mr. RANDOLPH. The gentleman
knows I am opposed to the Case substi-
tute and vigorously oppose it. I will
fight it with all the proper power that I
have as an individual Member. I think
the Case bill first came to my attention
in a roundabout method on the morning
of the afternoon it was introduced.

Mr. KELLEY of Pennsyivania. I am
trying to bring out the point that the
so-called Case substitute was introduced
without the knowledge of the Members
of the House until Tuesday afternoon.

Mr. RANDOLPH. I secured my
printed copy yesterday afternoon.

Mr, EELLEY of Pennsylvania, It was
reported to the Labor Committee. The
Labor Committee never saw it before.

Mr. RANDOLPH, Asa Member of the
Labor Committee and of the House, I did
not see the bill until yesterday afternoon.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Is it not true that no
member of the Labor Committee was in
favor of the bill which we reported, that
we reported this out solely for the pur-
pose of enabling the House to act as the
President had suggested?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I can assure the
gentleman that was my position.

Mr. HOFFMAN. That was my posi-
tion, too.

Mr. RANDOLPH. I so stated in the
commitiee.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?
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Mr, RANDOLPH. I yield to the gen-
tleman from South Dakota.

Mr, CASE of Scuth Dakota. I want
to express my apprecidtion of the action
of the Labor Committee in reporting out
a bill so that we would have an oppor-
tunity to do something.

Mr., HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman will
the gantleman yield?

Mr. RANDOLPH. 1 yield.

Mr. HOFFMAN. And when we pro-
vided the vehicle so that you could have
something before Congress, the members
of the Committee on Rules denied us the
right to offer our proposed legislation.
That was the ungratsful attitude taken
after cussing out the Labor Committee
over the years because of inaction.
.When we did do something and reported
it out, you choked us off and denied us
any onportunity to consider even our
own bill. I will go along with the legisla-
tion, but I do not want anybody to think
that I have not been kicked and slapped
around.

Mr. RANDOLFH. I admire the cour-
age of the gentleman from Michigan
because he shows no hesitancy in attack-
ing what he believes to be wrong, even

if it emanates from his own party circles, .

just as well as the Democratic side of
the House.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman,
I do not want the gentleman to put me
in a position where I am not a loyal,
regular Republican Member of the
House.

Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina.

Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?
*  Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield to the gen-

tleman from North Carolina.

Mr, DOUGHTON of North Carolina.
I was not here when the gentleman be-
gan his discussion. I am always very
much interested in what he is saying on
the floor of this House. I heard the gen-
tleman say that he was opposed to the
Case bill. I do not know whether I am
oppesed to it or in favor of it, but the
question I want to ask is this: Does not
the gentleman think the time has ar-
rived when the Congress should take
some affirmative action with respect to

" labor disturbances that are now so gen-
eral throughout the country?

Mr. RANDOLPH. Yes; Ido think thaf
is a responsibility, and that is why I am
advocating the bill H, R. 4808. I think
it deals adequately with the situation
in which we find ourselves during the
period of reconversion.

Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina,
I should apologize for asking the ques-
tion, but I was not here when the gen-
tleman started, and I did not know which
bill he favored.

Mr. RANDOLPH. I favor the Pres-
ident's request embodied in the bill that
the committee originally had before it.

Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina.
That bill, if adopted, can be offered as a
substitute for the bill before the House,
can it not?

Mr. RANDOLPH. Yes. After we have
had up the so-called Case amendment
passed in committee, and then we defeat
it in the House, as I am told by the Par-
liamentarian, we will have an opportu-
nity to vote on the original bi]l H. R.
4203,
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Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina. If
we do not perfect this to the satisfaction
of the majority Members of the House,
then we can take up the bill that is rec-
ommended by the President of the
United States.

Mr, RANDOLPH. That is correct, and
I so advised the House.

Mr. THOMASON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield to the gentle-
man from Texas.

' Mr. THOMASON.
on the so-called committee bill unless the
Case stbstitute is voted down, could we?

Mr. RANDOLPH. No; and I have so
stated ssveral times, If the Case amend-
ment is reported from the commitiee and
then defeated in the House, we could
then vote on the original bill, H. R. 4808.

Mr. Chairmen, a century ago labor’s
right to organize received judicial recog-
nition in this couniry. Prior to 1842,
when the decision in Commonwealth
against Hunt was handed down, a sirike
for higher wages was considered a crim-
inal conspiracy. For many years the use
of black lists, “yellow dog” contracts and
labor spies, backed by the economic
power of certain great business organiza-
tions, made organization of labor most
difficult and slow. With the enactment
of section 20 of the Clayton Act Congress
recognized the inequality of bargaining
power beiween labor and management.
The court scon nullified seetion 20, how-
ever, through restrictive interpretations.
That is my claim. It may,not be the feel-
ing of many Members of this House. It
was not, indeed, until the 1930’s and the
enactment of the Norris-LaGuardia Act
and the Wagner Act that Congress not
only fully recognized but implemented
with protective legislation the right of
employezs to bargain collectively through
representatives of their own choosing.
Over the last decade, labor union ment-
bership has increased to nearly 15,000,000.

Most of American industry has now
accepted collective bargaining with or-
ganized labor as the American way of
settling disputes between employers and
employees. At the same time, conflicts
between labor and management have in-
creased in intensity and magnitude. To-
day labor and management conduct
themselves in much the same fashion as
two prize fighters in the ring. Both laber
and management seem to regard their
disputes as fight-to-the-finich combats.
When labor and management cannot
agree, they seem to prefer to slug it out
and let the stronger side win.

Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina.
Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield again to the
gentleman from North Carolina.

Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina.
Has it occurred to the gentleman that
in this desperate struggle where each de-
sires to be in the ascendancy both have
disregarded the public interest?

Mr,. RANDOLPH. Iam coming to that
point now.

Unlike prize fighters, however, they are
not willing to come to the referee for in-
structions.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from West Virginia has ex-
pired.

We could not vote.
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Mr. RANDOLFH. Mr, Chairman, I
yield myself 10 additional minutes,

Unlike most prize fights, the battle
between labor and management now
involves an innocent third party on a
scale seldom before reached—the public.
The public in this instance is rot cnly
caught in the middle, the public is baing
siruck below the belt. That may ke a
strong statement, but I believe it very
thoroughly.

This is a critical pericd in the recon-
version effort. It is cbvicus that in im-
po-tant segments of industry collective
bargaining is not functioning at this time
in a manner that will insure continued
produciion in major industries.

I draw this picture, which may be
apropos. A merchant who has no goods
unon his shelves to sell to a consuming
publie, ezger to buy, will soon of neces-
sity close livis doors. It is the same with
America today. If we do not get iato
productivity and supply the materials
and the necessary equipment with which
our peacetime lifé can begin again, we
face in this country, I fear—I hope I am
wrong, but I fear it—a distressed, a dis- .
astrous, and.a barren .period.. I think,
we face it much sooner than we should .
dike to admit. - The Government and the
public have a vital stake in production,
in full production, may I say. Unless
we get it and get it quickly, the dangers
.of the inflation will continue to mount.
It is only through an abundant flow of
goods that the long-deferred and pent-
up purchasing power of the Nation will
be satisfied and something like an eco-
nomic equilibrium restored. Labor and
management, however, seem to be more
interested—and understand, Mr. Chair-
man, I am meakin: no distinctions here
teday; I am pointing constantly to bhoth
labor and management—in embroiling
themselves in economic conilict than in
getting on with the job of full production.

We no longer settle lawsuits by the
method of trial by combat. We have
also outgrown the stage in our industrial
development in which we can afford the
costly technique of settling important
industrial disputes in major industries
through the medium of economic trial by
combat.

In the last few weeks the widespread
industrial unrest has resulted, we know,
in many major work stoppages. The
steel, meat-packing, electronics, radio,
automobile, telephone, and communica-
tions industries have dramatically re-
corded the break-down in collective bar-
gaining resulting from the failure to re-
solve peacefully problems arising from
reductions in take-home pay through .
shortened hours, down grading of work-
ers, and shifts to wartime jobs carrying
relatively high wage levels to peacetime
jobs which carry lower rates.

Now, the President of the United States
has been faced with the problem of
maintaining industrial peace. He has
demonstrated his concern, I believe, for
this threat to the success of the recon-
version effort which these work stoppages
represent. He has recommended, I say
to my Democratic as well as my Repub~
lican colleagues, the enactment of legis-
lation for the establishment of fact-find-
ing boards. The country has looked to
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the President for leadership in showing
the way to the settlement of our present
turbulent labor-management relations.
The President is entitled to the support
of tize country in his efiorts to meet this
problem. We should furnish him with
the means for achieving the objectives of
industrial stability, full production, ade-
quate wages and living standards. I
think the means is found in the enact-
ment of H. R. 4308 in the form in which
it was originally introduced. This bill
would provide for the appointment of
fact-finding boards consisting of persons
who have no pecuniary or other private
interests in the matter to investigate
labor disputes which seriously affect the
national interests and to make a report
and recommendations concerning the
facts of these disputes. Some represent-
atives of labor and management have in-
dieated little concern for the public wel-
fare. This measure requested by the
President recognizes clearly the general
public concern in the prevention of work
stoppages which seriously affect the na-
tional interests. It provides, therefore,
for a 30-day waiting period during which
the status quo is to be maintained. The
bill would furnish an cpportunity to the
parties, that is, to the parties of the dis-
pute, through which a full and fair hear-
ing to present evidence in support of their
contentions would properly be made. It
would also enable the board to obtain all
necessary information so that it can
make its findings of fact through the
medium of authority to subpena wit-
nesses and records relevant to the inves-
tigation at that moment. Now if the
fact-finding process is to be effective,
these boards must be able to obtain all
relevant facts. That is immediately the
place where a certain segment of our in-
dustry raises its head and says, “You
shall not find or use these facts.”

Mr. VUORSELL. Mr. Chairman, will the
genfleman yield?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Illinois.

Mr. VURSELL. I would like to ask the
gentleman if he does not find that the
people of his district, the little business-
men generally, are against fact finding.
I find it so in my district, that the small
businessmen throughout the district are
against fact finding and labor people are
also. I wonder if it is that way in the
gentleman’s district.

Mr. RANDOLPH. I should say to the
gentleman I have a very high regard for
the intelligence of the constituency of my
district. I am sure the gentleman does
also for the constituency of his district,
but sometimes the prospects of legisla-
tion are involved and it is not until weeks
after a proposal has been made that the
public really knows the implications con-
tained in the provisions of a bill as it
was coriginally presented or perhaps
passed or defeated by the Congress. I
shall give you later what the Gallup poll
shows on the President’s proposal. It is
not for me to state whether it is correct
or incorrect; I only give it to you as a
maitter of public interest.

Mr, VURSELL. Will the gentleman
indulge me for another question?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield to my splen=
did colleague.
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Mr. VURSELL. Perhaps the gentle-
man can clear up this guestion in my
mind which I am at a loss to understand:
How can any fact-finding board now go-
ing into the facts in regard to United
States Steel, let us say, determine in ad-
vance, also keeping in mind the retro-
active pay raise, what they will be able
to pay labor in the coming year? That
is the thing that bothers me on this fact-
finding proposition.

Mr. RANDOLPH. That is going fo.

bother us whether we have fact finding or
not, even under the collective bargaining
that will exist, g

Mr. VURSELL. It is trial and error
now.

Mr, EELLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. EELLEY of Pennsylvania. There
appeared before the Committee on Labor
the president of the National Association
of Manufacturers, and the president of
the United States Chamber of Commerce,

along with the leaders of the larger

unions. None of them was interested in
fact finding. They did not want it.

Mr, RANDOLPH. As much as I.dis-
like to disagree with the gentleman from
Pennsylvania, the record will not show
that to be true. I have before me the
hearings, and if the gentleman and other
members of the committee will turn to
page 36, they will see that Mr. Eric John-
ston makes a statement which I think
you will want to' consider.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from West Virginia has again
expired,

Mr. RANDOLPH., Mr, Chairman, I
yleld myself an additional 10 minutes.

I want to remind you also that Mr. Eric
Johnsion did not appear as head of the
United States Chamber of Commerce.
He made that very clear in his opening
statement. He said that organization
had not taken action; that he was only
giving his personal opinion.

He said:

I do believe that In a democracy the
public has a right to the facts on an in-

dustrial dispute if the issue vitally affects
the public interest.

That, my colleagues, is why the Presi-
dent of the United States is thinking
these days of the necessity of this pro-
posal. It is in the public interest. Our
Chief Executive is certainly not going to
indiscriminately set up fact-finding
boards. You know the President is in-
terested inthe welfare of the workers of
the country. He is not going to do any-
thing that would abrogate the rights of
labor in collective bargaining with man-
agement. .

Mr. Johnston further stated:

However, unfortunately, at the present
time the public has no method of arriving
at the facts involved. So it has always ap-
peared to me, and I have been constantly
an active spokesman of fact-finding as an

ald toward the adjudication of Industrial
disputes.

That, sir, is the view of Mr. Johnston.

Mr. KELLEY of Pennsylvania. Did.

he not qualify that?
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.Mr. RANDOLPH. All through his
testimony he was cautious.

'Mr. EELLEY -of Pennsylvania. That
he did not wish the subpena power to be
granted, that fact-finding was all right
if it was on a voluntary basis?

Mr.  RANDOLPH. Labor, through
some leaders, on the one hand does not
want a waiting period. Certain manage-
ment does not want the subpena on the
other hand. That is why I am for the
President’s request. It is courageous on
both ends of the dilemma. It gives to
him the power which he will judiciously
use in finding the facts in the interest of
the entire consuming publie, as well as
any lesser group in our country.

You will also find that Mr. Mosher
testified, and I would ask you to turn to
page 80 of the hearings and you will see
what the president of the National As-
sociation of Manufacturers said:

I came here to suvnport the objectives of
President Truman's message, as well as the
underlying principle of so-called fact-find-
ing legislation.

Now. there are the opinions of two in-
dustrial leaders. They were both bol-
stered in their rather guarded statements
by the Secretary of Labor, Mr. Schwel-
lenbach, but he was enthusiastically for
the bill.

Mr. GEELAN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDOLPH. In just a moment I
will yield. They were joined in their
belief in the fundamentals of fact-find-
ing by the Szcretary of Labor and, of
course, the President of the United
States. But the witnesses who came he-
fore us who were against any feature of
the President’s request were the presi-
dent of the American Federation of La-
bor, Mr, Green, and the president of the
CIO, Mr. Murray, and also the president
of the United Mine Workers of America,
Mr. John L. Lewis. That is the correct
picture of what transpired in the hear-
ing.

Mr. Chairman, at this point, I am glad
to acknowledge the many worth-while
gains these three labor leaders have
helped to achieve for the men and women
within organized labor. I personally
know of the long overdue gains secured
for the coal miners, in my State and
elsewhere, by Mr. Lewis.

I yield to my friend from Connecti-
cut, a member of the committee.

Mr. GEELAN. Does not the gentle-
man recall that Mr. Mosher also stated
he wanted the cooling-off period length-
ened? I believe he suggested 90 instead
of 30 days. And does not the gentle-
man also recall that Mr. Mosher tells
us he was against granting subpena
powers to the fact-finding boards? And
does not the gentleman also recall that
Mr. Mosher testified that he did not want
this to apply to industry generally speak-
ing, but wished it confined to those cir-
cumstances where the national health or
safety were concerned and not the na-
tional welfare or interest?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I have said that
gentlemen representing both labor and
management came before our com-
mittee and they did net desire in toto
the President’s proposal. Neither My.
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Mosher nor Mr, Johnston endorsed all
of the provisions of H. R. 4908. They
have said only that they endorsed the
principle of fact finding; the three labor
leaders wanted no part of the bill.

Mr. GEELAN, As a matter of fact,
Mpy. Chairman, is it not true that what
Mr. Mosher was actually saying was that
he did not want the bill but that he did
not want the onus of the defeat of the
hill?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I do not know what
Mr. Mosher wanted to say. I only re-
peat, as you will read in this address,
that I believe that labor and manage-
ment, certainly sections within each,
want nothing. Management does not
want to be tampered with, not for a
single moment. No subpena powers
they say; they do not want labor to
have, through a fact-finding board, vital
information; by the same token, certain
labor leadership does not desire to stop
even for a few days the legitimate right
to strike even though delay in the strike
would be in the public interest.

- Mr. GEELAN. Mr, Chairman, would
the gentlemen yield further at this
point?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield; yes.

Mr. GEELAN. Would the gentleman
agree that it would be a radical de-
parture from our democratic way of life
if we were to permit a fact-finding board
to go into the books of any company,
obtain therein all of the secret informa-
tion the company has, and then spread
that upon the public records?

Mr. RANDOLPH. That is not done
in the President’s bill; oh, no.

Mr. GEELAN. Does the gentleman
know of any other way in which the
boards could accomplish their purpose
unless the public were acquainted with
the facts resulting from their investiga-
tion?

Mr. RANDOLPH. Oh, yes; yes. Did
the gentleman ever arrive at a fact in his
own mind and come to a decision but not
tell the public the processes by which he
arrived at the decision?

Mr. GEELAN. But that is not what
the public wants to know; the public
wants to know the facts so they can
judge. Without the facts they cannof
judge, and unless you tell them the se-
crets the companies’ books shew they
cannot judge. That fo me is a radical
departure from our American way of life.
Would not the gentleman also agree that
the 30-day eooling-off period is a form of
involuntary servitude?

Mr. RANDOLPH. No; I do not agree.
I believe in the basic right to strike; I
have always believed in if. The gentle-
man, if he will inquire into at least parts
of my voting record, during almost 13
years will find——

Mr. GEELAN. I agree that the gen-
tleman has always been, as far as I
know, on the right side of every duestion,
but I do not agree with him on this.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Nor with your
President.

Mr. GEELAN. That is correct.

Mr. RANDOLPH, That is right. Let
us make it perfectly plain that the Pres-
ident of the United States is opposed in
this matter by many Democrats in this
House.
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Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr,

Chairman, will the gentleman yield?
. Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Isit not
the gentleman’s opinion that the policy
of the labor leaders and the industrialists
is that they and their small groups alone
are the only ones concerned? Right now
in California there is a strike impending
in the canning industry which could
jeopardize the crops of the growers and
prevent the canning of over a billion cans
of fruits and vegetables. As a matter of
fact the ones who will suffer most in such
a strike, should it occur, will be the grow-
ers in California, who have not a thing to
say about it, and also the consuming pub-
lic back East, who would be deprived of
these canned fruits and vegetables.

Mr. RANDOLPH. The gentleman is
correct. That is why the President wants
this instrumentality in the public in-
terest. He has requested the bill to meet
a condition and not a theory.

When the situation becomes so ex-

treme, and when these two antagonists
will not come to the referee in the cen-
ter of the ring and receive instruetions,
he ean, representing the public in the
final analysis, use the processes of the
fact-finding board.

. We must return to what the gentle-
man from Connecticut [Mr. GEELAN]
said about the American way of life and
all the processes under which we work.

This may be beside the point, but I
inject it at this moment: If this pulling
and hauling between labor and manage-
ment continues in this country we are
surely to be faced with the nationaliza-
tion of not only the public utilities and
the services of this country but of prac-
tically every type of business as well
You kncw there are some persons within
labor, there are some persons within
management, and some persons within
Government who are anxious for that
day to come.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from West Virginia has again
expired.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself five additional minutes.

Mr, Chairman, do not mistake the real
threat. There are those who desire just
that. I trust it will not come. I hope
that management and labor, standing
with the President, for a middle of the
road course, will give a little and take a
little in the interest of the public and
will not allow such a tragedy to happen.

Mr, KOPFLEMANN. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Connecticut.

Mr. KOPPLEMANN. Then I under-
stand from what the gentleman states, so
that it will be clear in my mind, in order
to avoid that which the speaker is in
fear of, it is essential that we go through
with a program that will give essential
and necessary facis to the end that we
may avoid strikes as a last resort?

Mr, RANDOLPH. The gentleman
from Cennecticut aptly states what is in
my mind. I hope it is in his mind too.

Mr. KOPPLEMANN. It is.

Mr. RANDOLPH. That is splendid.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr.

Chairman, will the gentleman yield fur-

ther?
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Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield to the gen-
tleman from California.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. In the
gentleman’s opinion, will this bill cover
and find the facts regarding jurisdic-
tional strikes, strikes where there is no
controversy between employer and em-
ployee but two labor unions are fighting
over who shall be the bargaining agent
in a plant, where the employer is abso-
lutely paralyzed and wants to employ
men but cannot because two groups of
laborers are fighting? Will this bill
bring out those facts clearly so the pub-
lic can understand what the situation is?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I do not believe so.
I believe that problem is of a broad-gage
type, as are many other prcblems which
of necessity will have to be considered
and should be considered perhaps within
the near future by legislative commitiees.
It is my opinion, and only my opinion,
that this bill goes simply to the public
interest where management and labor
are holding back the’ produectivity of es-
sential consumer goods.

Mr. LANDIS, Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman, yield?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Indiana.

Mr. LANDIS. Is it not a fact that the
steel companies gave a 30-day strike
notice and also at the end of the 30-day
strike notice the time was extended for
the strike 1 week? I wonder if any re-
quest for an extension of what is called
the cooling-off period has been turned
down by labor?

Mr. RANDOLPH. Not to my knowl-
edge.

Mr. LANDIS, I was thinking of a
voluntary system or a request that would
be granted as was granted in the steel
strike. I wonder if such a process as
that might continue?

Mr. RANDOLPH. The gentleman
will remember that the Ford Motor Co.,
through its president, has said, yester-
day I believe, that if the steel strike con-
tinues the production of Ford motor cars
will halt immediately. Is that not true?

Mr. LANDIS. That is true, but here
is what I am trying to bring out: Would
the 30 days be considered a cooling-off
period?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I shall discuss that
problem in a few minutes.

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts.

Mr. GIFFORD. I put in the REcCORD
a week ago Friday a statement which
conveys exactly what the gentleman
fears, that is, nationalization or social-
ization resulting from all this, But I
want to ask the gentleman this gquestion:
What is there in this bill that will cure
the defects that neither side may aecept,
if they do net want to, the result of the
fact-finding body? What has the gen-
tleman in this bill to cure that situation?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I want to cover
that question in just a moment.

Mr. HAND. Mr., Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? ’

Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield to the gen-

tleman from New Jersey.

Mr. HAND. Does the genfleman feel
that corporate profits have a direct re-
lationship to wages which should be
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paid? For example, if A corporation is
very well managed and it has corporate
profits indicating ability to pay $2 an
hour, but B corporation, not so well man-
aged, cannot pay it, both companies
making the same product, how does the
gentleman overcome that proposition?

Mr. RANDOLFH. This bill does not
overcome it.

Mr, HAND. Are there any substantial
facts that you want to find in this bill
beyond corporate profits? That is what
it is after, is it not—corporate profits?

Mr. RANDOLPH. This bill?

Mr, HAND. Yes.

Mr. RANDOLFH.
proposal?

Mr. HAND. Fact finding.

Mr. RANDOLPH, Dces the gentle-
man mean in the settlement of a dis-
puie?

Mr. HAND., What facis do they want
to find by this bill?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from West Virginia has again
expired.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Chairman, I
yvield myself fifteen additional minutes,
and I shall answer the gentleman from
New Jersey later. i .

~If the fact-finding process is to be
effective these boards must be able to
obtain all relevant information. Pro-
vision for compelling the attendance of
witnesses and parties and for access to
records and for use of the subpena power
to cbtain them when necessary is a pre-
requisite to the success of the fact-find-
ing process. Those who think otherwise
have short memories.

It was early 1943, I believe, that John
L. Lewis successfully opposed the efforts
of the War Labor Board to secure his
presence at a hearing in a pending coal
dispute. Congress later enacted the pro-
yvision in the War Labor Disputes Act
which gave subpena powers to the Na-
tional War Labor Board.

Nor is the element of deflance confined
to certain labor leaders. Just a few
weeks ago the General Motors Corp.
withdrew from a hearing before a Presi-
dentially appointed fact-finding board
composed of men of outstanding integrity
and considerable experience in the field
of industrial relations.

There is no valid objection to the
granting of the use of the subpena power.
The National War Labor Board never
abused that power and the very existence
of the power made it unnecessary to use
the subpena except on rare occasions.
The subpena power stricken from the bill
by the House Committee on Labor should
be restored.

No party to a dispute which sincerely
feels that it has merit on its side should
be hesitant to submit the facts to the
appraisal of fair-minded men.

I would also recommend the restora-
tion of the 30-day waiting period pro-
vided in the measure as originally in-
troduced. Under the bill the findings
and recommendations of the board
would not be enforceable. Either party
would be free to accept or reject the
recommendation. The gentleman from
Massachusetts indicated that just a mo-
ment ago in his cbservation. Generally
speaking, however, experience has shown
that the general public interest in seeing

The President's
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that the recommendations of such a
board are accepted will be a sufficient
guaranty in most instances to secure
that acceptance. :

If strikes or lockouts are allowed, how=
ever, during the period in which the
fact-finding board is investigating the
dispute, the likelihood of acceptance is
diminished. Apart from the imperative
necessity of preventing such work stop-
pages, the existence of such a stop-
page tends to lead the parties to adopt
intransigent attitudes in regard to any
yielding from their respective positions.

We have a wholesome precedent in the
history of the emergency boards which
have been appointed under the Railway
Labor Act. The recommendations of
those boards have met with almost com-
plete compliance and acceptance. The
waiting period provided for in that act
is demonstrated by the facts to be a use-
ful provision. The 30-day period is a
reasonable one,

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, RANDOLPH. I yield to the gen-
tleman from South Dakota.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Since the
gentleman has called attention to the
beneficial effects of the Railway Labor
Act, I cannot resist the opportunity to
point out that the proposals in H. R.
5262, the so-called Case bhill, follow very
closely the procedure and the principles
and policy of the Railway Labor Act.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Msay 1 point out
what is to me a more pertinent fact,
that H. R. 4908 contains the procedure
also, and that is the bill I am advocating
today.

I said the 30-day period is a reason-
able one, Ifisidenticalin duration with
the waiting period provided for in the
War Labor Disputes Aet. Labor and
management have complied in the main
with that requirement without apparent
undue hardship.

1 should emphasize that the 30-day
period provided for in H. R. 4908 as in-
troduced is not a cooling-off period, as
such, but the 30-day period is one in
which the process of hearings and' fact
finding and recommendations will take
place. I think there is a vast difference.
A cooling period in which nothing is done
would accomplish less than was intended.
It is a period which looks toward the
settlement of the dispute, and not a
period of preparation for the beginning
of a strike. Do you not think that is
important? I think it is essentially
sound that in that period we prepare
for the settlement of the dispute and do
not use the time to prepare for a strike.

Some labor leaders, perhaps all of
them, have objected to the 30-day pro-
vision. I have myself found no valid
merit in the objections. The railway
unions have had no difficulty under simi-
lar provisions in the Railway Labor Act.

The provisions of the bill would not of
course be applicable to every type of
labor dispute. That is what the gentle-
man from New Jersey discussed a mo-
ment ago. It is contemplated that the
fact-finding procedure would be used in
a relatively few cases. It would be uti-
lized only when the Secretary of Labor
had certified that conciliation and ar-
bitration had failed, that the parties
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were unwilling to submit the contro-
versy to arbitration, and that a stoppage
of work would seriously affect the na-
tional interest, The procedure would
not be applicable to disputes in small
plants or local industries. That is why
I partially answered the gentleman from
Indiana by saying that there were per-
haps reasons why now the fact-finding
proposal would not be thoroughly under-
stood by every man having a small busi-
ness undertaking. Such provisions are
sound. If public opinion is to be brought
as an effective inducement upon the
parties to accept the recommendations
of fact-finding boards, there must not
be too many such boards appointed. I
cannot make that too strong. That is
my feeling and I believe it is the feeling
of all Members of this House who sup-
port fact finding in any degree.

This public opinion could not be ef-
fectively marshalled in support of the
findings and recorimendations of these
boards. This bill, that is, H. R. 4908,
would not create any legal rights in any
of the parties to the dispute. Neither
labor nor management may properly
raise the cry of compulsion. Neverthe-
less, I feel that the moral obligation is
sufficient to guarantee virtually a com-
plete compliance with the rules of the
game. as set forth in the bill H. R. 4908.
Moral obligations are more effective in
the settlement of labor disputes than
the imposition of penalties. In that
statement I can join my friends who
even argue against the provisions of the
fact-finding legislation. I think as a
distinguished commentator in the field
of labor relations has pointed out that
legislation requiring married couples live
happily ever after will not accomplish
the desired results. Labor relations are
nothing more than human relations on
a larger scale. The history of no-strike,
no-lock-out pledges, given by industry
and labor during the war, indicates that
moral obligations are more effective than
legal sanctions in this field and the whole
amount of time lost due to work stop-
pages was small.

The existence of criminal penalties for
engaging in strikes in Britain during
the war did not prevent the occurrence
of strikes in that nation.

I think it is wise, therefore, that this
bill create no legal duties. Moreover,
while some of the representatives of la-
bor may be reluctant to place their case
before a fact-finding board as a referee,
the public does because it is vitally af-
fected by these controversies. I think
there is a fair-mindedness and a direct-
ness, gentlemen, as to this proposal of
the President of the United States,

In the survey of the American Insti-
tute of Public Opinion issued on January
3, 1946, less than a month ago, 78 per-
cent of the people canvassed were in
favor of the President's proposal and
only 11 percent disapproved. Of the
union members gquestioned on the sur-
vey, 70 percent approved, 16 percent dis-
approved, and 14 percent were undecided.
In a similar survey conducted by the
Des Moines Sunday Register, T2 percent
of union members in Iowa voted for the
approval ef the President’s plan.

Mr. VURSELL. My, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?
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Mr. RANDCLPH. I yield again to the
gentleman from Illinois.

Mr, VURSELL. Is it not a fact that
everyone wants the facts, but is it not
a further fact that not 10 percent, in
your judgment, of the people who voted
on the Gallup poll thought the thing
through or knew what they were voting
for?

Mr. RANDOLPH. You have just stated
your constituents knew how they stood
on this matter, as expressed to you in
letters, and so forth. Why would not
you believe the poll to be as valid and
correct as to receive a letter or a state-
ment on this subject by communication?

Mr. VURSELL. I qualified my state-
ment by referring to businessmen who
generally think things through along
that line a little more quickly than the
general publie,

Mr. RANDOLPH. In a degree, that
may be correct.

Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina.
Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield.

Mr., DOUGHTON of North Carolina.
In view of the great public support that
the President’s proposal has had, accord-
ing to the Gallup poll, can the acting
chairman give us any reason why a bill
carrying out the purpose of the Presi-
dent’s proposal was not favorably re-
ported by the Committee on Labor? The
bill failed to receive the favorable action
of the committee, and there must be
some reason why a bill recommended by
the President, which was so popular and
had so much support in the public mind,
has not received favorable action by the
Committee on Labor. That situation
bothers me.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Of course, it dis-
turbs the gentleman now speaking. I
think the Labor Committee should have
reported the Presidential request, as em-
bodied in H. R. 4908. A motion to re-
port the bill, unamended, the President’s
bill, was defeated 13 to 5. A motion to
strike out the subpena powers was de-
feated 9 to 7. A motion to strike out
the waiting period was defeated 10 to 7.
You have both sides of this picture—
those who were opposed to the subpena
and those who were opposed to the cool-
ing-off period. A motion to strike out
both the waiting period and the subpena
power was adopted 10to 8. Then, finally,
the bill as amended was reported by that
same vote to the House.

Mr., DOUGHTON of North Carolina,
Which bill as amended? The bill now
under consideration?

Mr. RANDOLPH. Yes. H.R. 4908.

Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina,
The bill reflecting the views of the Presi-
dent, then, did not receive the support of
a majority of the members of the com-
mittee?

Mr, RANDOLFH. No. It was defeat-
ed. A motion to report the bill without
amendment was lost 13 to 5. Only five of
us voted to report the Presidential re-
quest, as embodied in H. R. 4208.

Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina.
So the bill carrying out the President’s
viewpoint has not been reported by the
Committee on Labor?

Mr. RANDOLPH. No, sir, it has not.
I think it should have been.
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Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina.
I was wondering why, with the over-
whelming support it has from the public,
it did not receive a favorable report from
the Committee on Labor.

Mr. RANDOLPH. The gentleman
must understand I have a very sincere
regard for the members of the Commit-
tee on Labor. They disagreed with me,
but I do not fall out with them personally
on that count. They have their view-
points and their reasons for such action.
Iregret the action taken. Iwish we could
have brought here the President’s bill in
toto and let it be discussed and voted up
or down. We would thus let the country

‘know that we as Democrats and Repub-

licans stand behind the President in this
period of reconversion, in his attempt to
bring about economic stability. We had
unity in war—we need it now in peace.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield? ¥

Mr, RANDOLPH. I yield.

Mr. HOFFMAN, Will the gentleman
tell the committee how many of those
five were proxy votes?

Mr. RANDOLPH. One was a proxy.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Does the gentleman
mean there were four of them present?

Mr. RANDOLPH. Yes. The gentle-
man from North Carolina [Mr. BarDEN],
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
HarTLEY], the gentleman from Indiana
[Mr. Lanpis], and myself, Mr, MORRI-
soN's proxy made the flve votes.

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield.

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. Did I understand
the gentleman to say that 72 percent of
the votes amongst labor unions recom-
mended the President’s proposed bill?

Mr. RANDOLPH. Seventy percent, as
shown by the Gallup poll throughout the
Nation. Seventy-two percent, as shown
by a poll taken in Iowa. That is of the
union members. Seventy percent Na-
tion-wide; in another poll in Iowa, 72
percent.

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. Did I understand
the gentleman correctly when he said the
representatives of labor before your com-
mittee opposed the President's sug-
gested legislation?

Mr. RANDOLPH. That is correct.
Mr. Murray, Mr. Green, and Mr, Lewis.

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. Then, the gentle-
man means to say that they were not
supporting a majority of their own peo-
ple in this matter?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I do not mean to
say anything about who they were rep-
resenting. I only say to you they were
opposed to this legislation. I like to
believe the majority of labor union mem-
bers feel otherwise.

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. Well, they were
not representing a majority, then, be-
fore your committee, in their opposition
to this bill. Of course, that is not tak-
ing into consideration a segment of our
population known as John Q. Public.

Mr. RANDOLPH. And I think that he
is a tremendously important factor.
That is the reason why the President
wants this legislation passed.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield.
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Mr. JOHNSON of California. I have
often heard from both sides of this prob-
lem that they do not want the facts con-
cerning industry disclosed to labor or
the facts concerning the unions disclosed
to industry. Is it your conception that
the facts which are submitted to the
President are confidential faets, and
those facts respecting industry will not
be turned over to labor, and vice versa?

Mr. RANDOLPH. - That is correct.

Mr. JOHNSON of cCalifornia. In
other words, they are just for the use of
the President?

Mr. RANDOLPH. Yes; for the care-
fully used fact-finding board in a par-
ticular dispute at issue. The President,
as I say, has so indicated.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. And
not to be disclosed to either party to be
used by either party in its controversy
with the other party.

Mr., RANDOLFH. Absolutely not. I
now yield to the gentleman from New
York.

Mr. CELLER. I should like to ask two
questions of the gentleman from West
Virginia, who is an expert on this mat-
ter: Would the gentleman say that the
Case substitute bill would be a return to
yellow-dog contracts and indiseriminate
labor injunections?

Mr. RANDOLPH. 1should savasT see
it on a quick survey of the Case bill,
and that is all I have been able to make
because I did not see it until yesterday
afternoon——

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from West Virginia has again
expired.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr, Chairman, I
yield myself 3 additional minutes.

Mr. CELLER. Is the gentleman’s an-
swer in the affirmative?

Mr. RANDOLPH. I say as I under-
stand the Case bill, and I received it last
night or late yesterday afternoon, it is a
catch-all bill. It may have some pro-
visions within it which are agreeable.
The gentleman from South Dakota calls
attention to the so-called 30-day waiting
period, as contained in the Case bill;
that is contained in the President's
request.

Mr. CELLER. Yes; but it would allow
a return to indiscriminate labor injunec-
tions.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Oh,
absolutely not.

Mr. RANDOLPH. I have said that I
believed the bill was a catch-all bill, that
there are so many provisions which I
think would have to be studied on their
individual merits at a particular time,

I am for this bill, the President’s bill.
In the public interest he has requested it
as an instrumentality to be placed in his
hands to give to the people of this coun-
try, the consuming public, an uninter-
rupted production of consumer goods in
a time when we need them; he is not
damning labor or management in re-
questing that.

Mr, CELLER. I wish, if I may be per-
mitted, to answer my own question. The
Case bill does return to those very dark
and murky days; and, to quote the Bible,
“as a dog returneth to his vomit, so a fool
returneth to his folly.”

Mr. HOFFMAN. Now, wait a minute.
Mr. Chairman, I object to those words.
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I ask that those words be taken down as
unparliamentary language.

Mr. CELLER. But I quoted the Bible,

The CHAIRMAN. What words does
the gentleman object to?

Mr. HOFFMAN. Where he said we
would be like a dog returning to his vomit
if we defeated this bill.

Mr. CELLER. I said the Case bill.
That is a quotation from the Bible.

Mr. HOFFMAN. The genileman can
quote more Scripture to his purpose than
anyone else,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules
this all out of order. The Clerk will take
down the words objected to.

Mr. CELLER, Mr, Chairman, I de-
mand that the words of the gentleman
from Michigan be taken down. He said
I quoted Seripture to my own purpose,
like the devil.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr,
Chairman, I rise to a point of order.
When a demand is made to take down
a Member's words, that Member has no
* right to the floor until the matter has
been settled.

The CHAIRMAN. All gentlemen will
take their seats.

The Clerk will report the words ob=
jected to.

The Clerk read, as follows:

Mr. CeLLER. I wish, if I may be permitted,
to answer my own guestion, The Case bill
does return to those very dark and murky
days; and, to quote the Bible, “would they
be like a fool who returneth to his folly, or
a dog that returneth to his vomit?”

The CHAIRMAN., The Committee will
rise.

Accordingly, the committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. CHELF, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the Stafe of the
Union, reported that that committee,
having had under consideration the bill

H. R. 4908, to provide for the appoint-

ment of fact-finding boards to investi-
gate labor disputes seriously affecting
the national public interest, and for
other purposes, certain words used in
debate were objected to and on request
were taken down and read at the Clerk’s
desk, and he herewith reported the same
to the House.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report
the words objected to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. CeLrER. I wish, if I may be permitted,
to answer my own questlon. The Case bill
does return to those very dark and murky
days: and, to quote the Bible, “would they
be like a fool who returneth to his folly, or
a dog that returneth to his vomit?”

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not
know all that happened before the lan-
guage objected to was used, but the name
of no Member is mentioned. In the
words taken down the gentleman was
giving his opinion of a measure before
the House. The Chair would be com-
pelled to hold that the language is not
unparliamentary.

The Committee will resume its sitting.

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill H, R. 4908, with
Mr. CHeLF in the chair.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Chairman, I
shall not guote from the Bible or at-
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tempt to quote from any book. I would
repeat the words of Joaquin Miller in
that famous poem Columbus, when he
said:
This mad sea shows its teeth tonight.
He curls his 1ip, he lies in wait with lifted
teeth as if to bite.

I think we get into a biting mood when
it comes to a discussion of this problem,
and it is not good, my colleagues, to be-
come unduly upset.

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. itANDOLPH. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Missouri.

Mr. CARNAHAN. I wanted to make
this observation, that the President has
proposed a remedy for the solution of our
industrial strife. Is it the opinion of
the gentleman that if we do not follow
the President's proposal, then about the
only step for us is legislation which will
be definitely toward socialization of in-
dustry?

Mr. RANDOLPH. The gentleman ex-
presses my fear that socialization or na-
tionalization of industry may come if this
unabated pulling and hauling goes on.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from West Virginia has again
expired.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Chairman, I
vield myself four additional minutes.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, RANDOLPH, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Michigan.

Mr. HOFFMAN. My question in-
volves this assumption that the gentle-
man, and I think it is a logical one, is
wholeheartedly and vigorously in sup-
port of the President’s bill, the so-called
Norton bill.

‘Mr. RANDOLPH. That is right.

Mr. HOFFMAN. But if after consid-
eration the Members of the House should
vote for the Case bill, as I know the gen-
tleman, he is in no way intimating that
we are like dogs returning to our vomit.

Mr. RANDOLPH, The gentleman re-
turns to a term I was trying to forget.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANDOLPH. 1 yield to the gen-
tleman from South Dakota.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I would
say thait the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia is far too intelligent, far too gen-
erous ever to make such comment, or
have words, put in his mouth on a bill
which he says he is not familiar with the
details of. The gentleman from West
Virginia would never make such a broad
statement unless he had an opportunity
to study it. The gentleman from West
Virginia never would.

Mr. RANDOLFH. I hope the gentle-
man from West Virginia is worthy of the
gentleman’s words of my position,

Now, may I be allowed to close by say-
ing that I gave you the vote in connec-
tion with the poll of the cross sections of
America, and specifically the members of
unionism,

It is interesting to note also that some
of the great religious organizations of
this country have endorsed the principle
of fact finding. The Federal Council of
Churches of Christ in America, repre-
senting 25 Profestant denominations, the
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Synagogue Council of America, and the
Department of Soclal Action of the Na-
tional Catholic Welfare Conference have
recommended the use of the fact-finding
process.

Before making this proposal the Presi-
dent convened a labor-management
conference. Labor and management
were given every opportunity to reach an
agreement upon machinery for the set-
tlement of labor disputes. The confer-
ence failed to come to grips with the very
vital problem as to the machinery to be
created for the resolution of disputes
when conciliation or mediation have
failed.

_The President is attempting to smooth
the road for reconversion, offering a
democratic and fair-minded means for
the settlement of major labor disputes.
The problems of reconversion are pecu-
liarly complex and exceedingly difficuit.
We should furnish the Nation's Chief
Executive with the equipment he needs
for a successful solution of the problem
of the settlement of major labor-man-
agement controversies.

Gentlemen, do not quickly turn your
minds and your votes against the Presi-
dent's request as embodied in H. R, 4008.

Mr. LANDIS. Mr, Chairman, I yield
myself 20 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, strikes and threats of
strikes are causing' much controversy
throughout the Nation. The strike
wave has monopolized public attention.
Everyone is interested in reestablishing
labor-management peace and getting the
Nation safely back on the reconversion
road. The Nation is looking to Capitol
Hill as well as the White House for termi-
nation of the strife. America wants full
production and full employment. Our
people want no protracted interruption
in our reconversion program. Their
happiness and well being are at stake.

Perhaps the administration made a
mistake when it removed the War Labor
Board before the reconversion program
was under way. If the War Labor Board
had been continued for another 6 months
and the Little Steel wage formula in-
creased 15 to 20 percent; we might be in
full production today. Prices could have
been raised enough to allow management
f0 pay the wage increase. Of course,
many would shout inflation but full pro-
duction is the only sure weapon against
runaway inflation.

Since President Truman turned
thumbs down on my proposal to allow a
small committee from Congress to be
present at some of the fact-finding ses-
sions, it leaves little opportunity for us to
get the facts about labor disputes.

Congress is divided on what should be
done and, therefore, what it should do.
The fight on the House floor over strike-
prevention legisiation probably will be a
hard and bitter one. If's outcome will
be highly important to the immediate
future of the Nation.

Care must be taken in shaping labor
legislation, because you cannot make a
man work in a democracy. I believe it is
the duty of Congress to set up guide posts
and do everything possible to create bet-
ter relations between labor and manage-
ment. Vicltory or defeat in the postwar
period will depend upon the cooperation
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of labor and management. What we
need in America is teamwork. If we use
our heritage and experience in teamwork
we can build an economy and a standard
of living the like of which the world has
never known. We need emphasis on
good management and persuasion rather
than regimentation and compulsion.
There must be mutual confidence and
understanding between capital and la-
bor. This cannot be brought about
by harsh heavy-handed unenforceable
mandates such as compulsory cooling-
off periods and the like.

At this point I would like to quote
from Abraham Linceln:

All that serves labor serves the Nation.
All that harms labor is treason to Ameriea.
No line can be drawn between these two.
If any man tells you he loves America yet
hates labor, he is a Har. If any man teils
you he trusts America yet fears labor, he is
a fool. There is no America without labor,

Property is the fruit of labor; property is
desirable; is a positive good In the world.
That some should become rich shows that
others may become rich, and hence is just
encouragement to industry and enterprise—
let not him who is houseless pull down the
house of another, but let him labor dili-
gently to build one for himself, thus by ex-
ample assuring that his own shall be safe
from violence—I take it that it is best for
all to leave each man free to acquire property
as fast as he can. Some will get wealthy,
I don’t believe in a law to prevent a man
from getting rich; it would do more harm
than good.

Mr. Chairman, the right of labor to
organize and bargain collectively with
employers is one of the cornerstones of
competitive enterprise. The process of
such bargaining must be protected and
strengthened if we are to have real jobs
and prosperity for all. Almost every-
one agrees in collective bargaining.
However, it means nothing unless it is
accompanied with the right to strike at
the expiration of a contract. But on the
other hand, workers and management
must not violate collective bargaining
agreements.

Much is being said and much thought
is properly being given to the question of
legislation which would have as its aim
the prevention of wildeat strikes or the
breaking of contracts arrived at by col-
lective bargaining.

After most careful deliberation I am
fearful that most of the proposed legis-
lation on this subject is impracticable
and that there is no certain legislative
panacea that can cure this particular
dificulty. Right here I might add that
I have been misquoted. But there are
certain phases of said proposed legisla-
tion that might be helpful to this end,
For instance, I think the proper commit-
tees of Congress can work out legislation,
the details of which I need not attempt
to discuss here, whereby ceriain privileges
now enjoyed by laboring men through
the generosity of the Federal Govern-
ment might be withdrawn in the event
they violate their collective bargaining
agreements—for instance, certain wel-
fare benefits.

There is one thing certain, and I think
there is unanimity of opinion forming
on the question, that it is wholly imprac-
ticable to make a compulsory so-called
cocling-off period. You could not en-
force it. You never did it under the
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Smith-Connally bill in time of war. How
can you expect to do so in time of peace?

Much good argument has been pre-
sented to the effect that there ought to
be a joint responsibility between the em-
ployer and the employee when the con-
tract is violated by either party. It has
been suggested that the labor organiza-
tions be required to give bond and he re-
sponsible for damages resulting from the
breach of such contracts. I am of the
opinion that if such a law could be en-
forced it would be the most effective way
to break up labor unions that has ever
been suggested. In the first place, there
are not many labor unions with sufficient
funds or assets to cover damages caused
by wild-cat strikes; and in the second
place, if a bond was required the cost of
such would be prohibitive.

And right here I might digress from
the general theme I have been discussing
to the specific question of contract vio-
lations as affecting the United Mine
Workers of America. It is a proud but
true boast that the natignal organiza-
tion of the United Mine Workers of
America, which enters info contract with
the national operators’ organizations in-
volving the employment of more than
half a million men, have never in all
their history violated a contract so en-
tered into. It may also be said as a
general proposition that the same is true
of the mine operator. There is no bond
for the fulfillment of the contract neces-
sary by either the miner or the operator.
Both, as national organizations, are fi-
nancially responsible, and, moreover, as
said before, they do not breach their
contracts. When a wild-cat or unau-
thorized strike occurs—and they have
oceurred—they are frowned upon by the
national organization and the recalci-
trant union members promptly brought
to terms.

If the national organization was by
enforceable law made responsible for
damage resulting from a wild-cat strike
it would obviously be unfair to the hun-
dreds of thousands of loyal members of
the organization who were obeying their
contract to have their national funds
dissipated in such manner. If it is sug-
gested that each local of the United Mine
Workers of America give a bond or be
liable for damages, the impracticability
of such a suggestion is at once apparent
for reasons which I have before stated.

Labor generally would do well to emu-~
late the example of the individual mem-
bers of the United Mine Workers of
America who throughout the years have
always urged more production and have
never collectively inveighed against im-
proved machinery and methods as have
some labor organizations. This fact
alone has resulted in the almost unbe-
lievable situation that today one Ameri-
can coal miner mines six tons of coal
while one English miner, with his old
methods, his wheelbarrow and basket
carrying facilities, mines 1,900 pounds of
coal.

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. LANDIS. I yield.

Mr. BAILEY. Is the gentleman ad-
vised that during the war America mod-
ernized the British coal mines by the in-
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stallation of electrical and mining equip-
ment and loading equipment?

Mr. LANDIS. If they needed the coal,
they should have had new machinery.

Mr. BAILEY. They did that, so there
is nothing to be gained by any compari-
son of coal mining in England and in
this country.

Mr. EELLEY of Pennsylvania. If the
gentleman will yield. I think the gen-
tleman is referring to a statement by
My, John L. Lewis about the amounts of
tonnage produced in this country as
against the amount produced in Eng-
land: 6 tons produced in the United
States as against 1 ton in England.

Mr. LANDIS. And also, our mining
organization did not fight the improve-
ments of machinery.

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANDIS. I yield.

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. On
that basis it is probable that the wages
of the miners in this country with re-
spect to their production is less than the
wages of miners in Great Britain.

Mr. LANDIS. Well, the point to be
brought out is that in accepting im-
proved machinery they should receive
more wages.

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. But,
actually, they receive less money per ton
or per pound than they receive in
England. .

Mr. LANDIS. Not only has the Amer-
ican mineworker been an outspoken pro-
ponent of increased production both dur-
ing war and peace time but he has dem-
onstrated his ability to carry out this
theory. This attitude and the results
therefrom, I think, may truthfully be said
to spring largely from the faet that he
voluntarily enters into a collective bar-
paining agreement and has not “been
compelled to do so and feels that he
should live up to the spirit of that agree-
ment.

So again I say, a proposal to make
labor unions liable for wildcat strikes
in violation of a contract and to require
them to furnish bond for such liability,
no matter how well-intentioned, is a stab
directly at the heart of unionism and is
not advocated, I have discovered, by those
who have thought deeply on the question
and who are vitally concerned with solv-
ing this most distressing problem.

It seems clear to me, in the light of
all the circumstances and the happenings
of the last several years, that no weil-
intentioned person should want to de-
stroy the labor unions. There are many
of us who want to get rid of some of
the abuses on both sides of the lsbch:
question, but if you are to have collective
bargaining—and there is great unanim-
ity throughout this Nation in the belief
that the eventual solution of labor dif-
ficulties will come through the agency of
collective bargaining and improvements
upon the laws relating thereto—the only
known source of authority for collective
bargaining is through the employer and
the united employees.

At this point I also want to congratu-
late the United Mine Workers organiza-
tion for having a fining clause in their
contract which provides a fine of $2 per
day for the first and second day and $1
for each additional day out on strike

Mr.
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during the violation of their coliective
bargaining agreement. Another good
proviso in their contract with manage-
ment, in regard to minor disputes, is that
the mine must be in operation before
a dispute is discussed befcre the miners
and operators grievance committees.
Since these two sections have been
adopted the miners have come a long way
toward better relations between labor
and management., I also undsrstand the
American garment workers have piaced
a fining clause in their new contract. It
might be the opportune time for other
industries to give the necessary wéage in-
creases in return for a fining clause in
their contracts.

The Smith-Connally Act should be re-
pealed, It should never have been
enacted, although those who voted for it
no doubt, deeming it a war measure, felt
compelled to take some action at that
time. Buf this character of legislation
emphasizes the fact that it is wholly im-
practicable and impossible by legislative
mandate, such as has been proposed, fo
make a man work under our republican
form of government.

The Smith-Connally Act, like other
war legislation, was hestily conceived
and enacted. It never, even in part, ful-
filled the praiseworthy purposes for
which it was intended. I place the Pres-
ident's proposed labor reform legislation
in the same category as the Smith-Con-
nally Act. Someone has styled it and
his message to Congress relating thereto,
as the second Missouri Compromise.
Some of its proposals and its feaiurves
may be praiseworthy; other phases of it
are so impracticable and unenforceable
and contrary to the spirit of the Ameri-
can cititzenship and American rights as
to damn the whole suggestion.

I%m opposed to the heavy hand of the
Federal Government, when it steps into
the breach, requiring that a collective-
bargaining agreement shall be based
upon the employer’s ability to pay. Ob-
viously some employers are better able
to pay a high wage scale than others.
Would you put a premium upon lack of
{thrift? Would you stifle initiative and
business ingenuity, which in large part
has made this Republic the wonder of
the world? Is it fair that one manufac-
turer be required to pay a high wage
scale and another a low one when they
are in direct competition with each oth-
er? Is it conceivable that this is to be
regarded as a sound economic policy?

Other phases of it are so impractical
and unenforceable, and contrary to the
spirit of American citizenship and Amer-
ican rights, as to damn the whole sug-
gestion. I am opposed to the heavy hand
of the Federal Government when it steps
into the breach requiring that collective-
bargaining agreemenis shall be based
upon the employer's ability to pay. Ob-
“vicusly, scme employers are better able to
pay a high wage scale than others.
Would you put a premium on lack of
thrift? Would you stifle initiative and
business initiative which in large part
has made this Republic the wonder of the
world? Is it fair to require that one
menufacturer be required to pay high
wage scales and another a low one when
they are in direct competition with each
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other? Is it conceivable that this is to be
regarded as a sound economic policy?

Mr, ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANDIS. I yield to the gentleman
from Eentucky.

Mr. ROBSION of Eentucky. AsI un-
derstand, both labor and management
are against such a provision,

Mr. LANDIS. That is true.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. If that
policy should be followed would you not
have just as many difierent wage scales
as you have industries throughocut the
United States?

Mr. LANDIS, There is no question
abcut that.

Mr. ROBSION of Eentucky,
policy of ability to pay.

Mr. LANDIS. There is no question
about that.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. And, as
the gentleman peints out, it would place
a premium on inefficient management
and penalize efficient, active, experi-
enczd management, would it not?

Mr, LANDES. The gentleman from
Kentucky is correct. Moreover, the
whole theory of a labor-dispute, fact-
finding agency is too New Dealish for me.

Mr. ROESION of Kentucky. Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield for
another question?

Mr. LANDIS. I yield,

Mr. ROBSION of Eentucky. In the
vear 1919 we had a similar period of
disturbance and confusion throughout
the counfry when it was proposed to
turn the railroads back to their own-
ers. Many business people and others
throughout the country said it would
not do unless we put an antistrike pro-
vision in the law; that if we did not do
that the railroad men would strike all
over the country. Under the high pres-
sure of that time, the Senate passed a
law returning the railroads to their own-
ers with an antistrike provision in the
law, fixing a very severe penalty for any
two or more persons who should unite
and agree to quit work.

The bill came over to the House of
Representatives. The House of Repre-
sentatives refused to be stampeded into
that proposal, and finally out of it all
the Anderson amendment was offered to
that bill that passed the Senate, and that
was the beginning of this Mediation and
Conciliation Act for the railroad workers
of the country. I was against the anti-
strike provision being put in the law, and
I had ocecasion at that time to say that
I did not believe the time would come in
this country as long as we were a free
country that you could dig coal, operate
the factories, or run railroads success-
fully at the point of a bayonet., What
does the gentleman think about that?

Mr, LANDIS. There is no question
but what the gentleman from EKentucky
is right, Affer the First World War the
Government undertook to run the coal
mines, and it cost about $200 per ton for
the coal mined.

Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. LANDIS. I yield.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL, I wish
to point out the fact that we have some
reason to be optimistic in the workings

On the
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of our American system, for within the
past few days a great deal of progress
has been made in the settlement of vari-
ous labor disputes throughout the coun-
try,-and the next few days hold promise
of more and more peacesful settlements
to come hetween labor and management.

Mr, LANDIS. I believe that is true.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. One
cther question, if the gentleman will
permit,

Mr, LANDIS. I should like to pro-
ceed, but I will yield if the gentleman
will be brief.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Iassume
the gentleman favors the strengthen-
ing of the conciliation and mediation
principle, ;

Mr. LANDIS. There is no question
about that.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky., And we
may be today inaugurating for business
generally a policy that was adopted more
than twenty-odd years ago as to the
railroads.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Indizna has expired.

Mr, LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself an additional 10 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, the whole theory of a
labor dispute fact-finding agency is too
New Dealish for me. It smacks of bu-
reaucracy in the worst form. If the
agency worked perfectly in accordance
with the proposed law it nevertheless
would be bad—bad in prineiple and bad
in ultimate economic results. But when
you take info the equation the fact that
no such bureaucratic agency is liable to
be free from outside and inside danger-
ous influences, from prejudices, precon-
ceived notions, and burdened with such
inefficiencies as usually characterize
such agencies, it makes it impracticable
that the American people at this time
embark on any such visionary and hare-
brained venture.

Aside from the ordinary ohjectionable
features of most hastily created bureaus,
the country is and should properly be
alarmed at the insiduous influence in
those bureaus of a communistic tenden-
cy, and I for one refuse to be lead by
these star-gazing, starry-eyed bureau-
crats into the pink pits of communism,

Federal decision must not be substi-
tuted for free agresment, but Federal
machinery to promote peaceful settle-
ment of disputes should be improved. I
am certain fact-finding alone is not the
answer to our difficulties. I believe we
also need a Federal mediation board to
consider disputes which are not settled
by collective bargaining. This Board
should include labor, management, and
the public—all equally represented.

When labor and management do not
get together through collective bargain-
ing, it should be turned over to the Medi-
ation Board, and the Mediation Board
should be able to promptly induce man-
agement and labor to compromise,

If mediation should fail, then the
Board should be authorized to recom-
mend that the dispute be submitted to
an arbitration commission. To make
this plan operative and effective both
labor and management would have to
agree to it. If either labor or manage-
ment balked, Government could not
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force acceptance of a recommendation
or a decision of the arbitration commis-
sion. We may reliably depend, I think,
upon arbitration voluntarily entered into
by the parties in a spirit of fairness
which in so many instances now is shown
in labor controversies. At least this is
the best hope of the hour.

Mediation and voluntary arbitration
will not always prevent strikes, but I be-
lieve it is a step in the right direction in
solving most of our labor-management
strife. Both labor and management
should willingly accept this method, and
if left alone by a meddling Government
who ought to know they cannot success-
fully bludgeon their way through this
problem, I think voluntary arbitration
and mediation will in most instances
solve the problem.

Both industry and labor have respon-
sibilities. Industry must win the confi-
dence of its working organization. It can
win this confidence when it stands for
those things which make for better
homes, better educational facilities, bet-
ter health, and all that goes to make up
a healthful and contented community
life. Every industry should have a plan
that provides a proper coptact between
management and the workers. This will
give the rank and file of labor an under-
standing of the problems of business as
they relate to financing, producing, and
marketing, It will also give business
first-hand information about the prob-
lem of labor. Workers also have respon-
sibilities. Too many workers consider a
union as merely a grievance committee
to secure all the wages it can squeeze out
of the employer. A union must be a con-
structive organization designed to pro-
mote the mutual best interests of the
employer and employees. Those unions
that have adopted a policy to help man-
agement fo improve production and re-
duce costs are to be commended. Amer-
ican labor is smart enough to know it
must produce the products, goods, and
services upon which profits and taxes
must be had and levied to pay the cost
of social security.

America is the hope of the world. We
have just begun to climb the ladder.
Private industry must organize and co-
operate in a manner which will make un-
necessary another WPA. Only through
the processes of private enterprise will
the American people enjoy a higher
standard of living.

I should like to make one point clear,
and that is that we have three problems
before Congress. One is to try to pre-
vent a breach of contract affer collective
bargaining is agreed to, and I think the
only effective way to do that is for the
union to put & fining clause in their con-
tracts with management. If that is not
done, then about the only thing that
Congress can do would be to amend the
Social Security Act and take the welfare
benefits away from those labor unions
and individuals who break their con-
tracts. Another problem is for stronger
conciliation, mediation, and voluntary
arbitration. That question is not in-
corporated in this bill. We should have
betier mediation, conciliation, and vol-
untary arbitration.
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The third point is that business com-
plains that they do not have the same
rights that unions have under the Wag-
ner Act. Then we should bring the Wag-
ner Act before the right commiftee and
iron out the difficulties.

Mr. BARRETT of Wyoming. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANDIS. Iyield to the gentleman
from Wyoming.

Mr. BARRETT of Wyoming. I want
to commend the egentleman on the
splendid presentation he has made, and
I want to make this observation. As-
sume that the United Mine Workers of
America have a record wherein they have
never broken a contract that they have
entered into, and that they also have in
their contract a provision for fines in
case of any violation of contract. Does
the gentleman believe that it would be
good policy for the Congress to step in
and say to that industry and to that
union, “Now, you have made an agree-
ment. ¥You have a record of keeping
your agreement. You have provided for
penalties, but we do not like that ar-
rangement. We are going to provide a
different penalfy.” Is that sound policy
in the gentleman’s opinion?

Mr. LANDIS. It is a question of what
constitutes sound policy. What should
Congress do to make a sound policy?
You could not put 750,000 steelworkers
in jail for being out on strike.

Mr. BARRETT of Wyoming. That is
not quite the guestion that I had in mind,

Mr. LANDIS. The gentleman wants
a penaliy for breach of contract, as 1
understand.

Mr. BARRETT of Wyoming. Yes. As
I understand, the United Mine Workers
and the coal operators have provided a
penally in their own agreements.

Mr. LANDIS. That is right.

Mr. BARRETT of Wyoming. Now
then, they are the ones who are prima-
rily concerned. Of course, the public is
concerned also. But they have already
worked out their particular problems.
Does the gentleman think it is good policy
for Congress to come in and say, “Well,
we do not like that arrangement. We are
going to provide a different penalty?”

Mr. LANDIS. The trouble is that the
railroad workers and the miners have
gone through these strike periods for
many years, and they have made some
gains in a better relationship between
management and labor. Some other or-
ganizations are going through a period
now, that the miners and the railroad
men went through years ago. About the
only thing that we could do in Congress
would be to say, “Here, we want to take
care of a breach of contract or wildeat
strike.” A wildcat strike is a breach of a
collective-bargaining agreement, and
about the only thing that we can do is to
take away workers’ welfare rights, say,
for a period of a year. If workers were
out on a wildeat strike in any period dur-
ing the year and for the entire year, they
would lose their welfare rights, such as
compensation benefits.

Mr. BARRETT of Wyoming. Here is
an organization that has entered into an
agreement and has a record of keeping
its agreement. In the agreement it has
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provided for a penalty. Inasmuch as
that procedure and policy has worked
out so successfully, it seems to me it
would be unwise for the Congress to dis-
turb that arrangement.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Indiana has expired.

Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself ten additional minutes.

The Garment Workers of America in
their new contract emphasize that fact.
They have included that in their new
contract. I understand that in connec-
tion with the Ford contract they asked
for it. I do not know whether or not it
is present in the new Ford contract. .
‘They have asked for it also in the Gen-
eral Motors contract. If they will all
put that clause in their contracts, there
would be no need of legislation to solve

this problem.

Mr, BARRETT of Wyoming. Should
we not encourage that policy?

Mr. LANDIS. There is no question
about that. :

Mr. JOHNSON of California, Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANDIS. 1 yield fothe gentleman
from California.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Pursu-
ing further the question propounded by
the gentleman from Wyoming, is it the
gentleman’s idea that in cases where they
do not include it in their contract we
should pass a law stating that where
they breach a no-strike clause the com-
pany could sue the union and its officers
and members?

Mr. LANDIS.
provision.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Would
not that in effect open the door for com-
panies to start suing and breaking up
the unions?

Mr. LANDIS. There is no guestion
about that. The result of it would be
to break the unions.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANDIS. I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. CRAWFORD. 1 should be very
much interested in having the gentle-
man’s recommendation as to what steps
we should take in order to make both
sides to the contract responsible. If a
wildcat strike develops and the plant
closes down, what is the remedy?

Mr, LANDIS, Abouf the only remedy
we can apply through legislation is to
take away their welfare rights, their
compensation,

Mr. CRAWFORD. That is what I
want to bring out. This Congress simply
writes a law which says to the worker,
“You can assess your own fine or you ean
behave yourself and have no fine.” As
I view it, we do not take anything away
from him. He imposes his own execu-
tion,

Mr, LANDIS. That is correct, An
amendment to the Social Security Act
would deny welfare benefits to wildcat
strikers. * Back in 1919 in the coal fields,
trip riders, and other single men, would
come to work, and one of them would
jump on a stump and say, “Let us throw
out our water and go home.” Then the
married men working at that mine

I am against such a
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would have to go home because of this
action. After they put the fining clause
in their contract that eliminated most
of the trouble. Now we may have to
insert a clause to amend the Social Se-
curity Act—to take away their welfare
benefits if they are cut on a wildeat strike.
We believe in collective barganing and
we believe in giving them the right to
strike at the expiration of their contract,
but on the other hand we want them to
keep agreements. The question is, what
are we going to do to make them keep
their agreement? Are you going to fine
them or put them in jail? Here is a
mine out on strike with 500 men. There
are 500,000 workmen employed, but here
is one mine that does not want to work.
If the 500 men cut on wildcat strike lost
their welfare benefits they would be
more careful the next time.

Mr. CRAWFORD, What the gentle-,
man means to say is, they by their act
deprive themselves of their own benefits.

Mr. LANDIS, That is right.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Congress does not
take anything away from them?

Mr. LANDIS. Correct.

Mr. CRAWFORD. You lay down'a
set of rules for playing the game?

Mr, LANDIS. That is right.

Mr. CRAWFORD. If so-and-so vio-
lates the rules, he enforces his own pen-
alty on himself?

Mr. LANDIS. You are entirely right.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Therefore, I do
not believe Congress takes anything away
from him in approaching the proposition
in that manner.

As I understand the gentleman, then,
he does not recommend any kind of-ac-
tion which would place into the law the
right of anyone to sue a union’s purse,
if you please, for monetary damages due
to the breaking of a contract?

Mr. LANDIS. That is correct. You
would brezk every union in the couns
try, no guestion about that.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANDIS. I yield.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I also
want to comoliment the gentleman from
Indiana on his studious approach to this
whole problem, evidently based upon long
years of experience and of working with
the problem. I was struck by what the
gentleman has just proposed in the mat-
ter of providing penalties for violation of
confracts, I think I might say that it is
a logical approach to the problem to say
that if labor itself violates its own con-
tract it might forfeit rights to social-
security benefits which the Government
has conferred. As a matter of fact, I
might say also that after working on this
“proposed substitute bill my first ap-
proach to the problem was with the
thought of using that principle and pre-
paring a bill which I thought might go
to the Committee on Ways and Means,
since that commitee has jurisdiction of
legislation dealing with social security.
But the way the matter has progressed,
it seems to me that since the Committee
on Labor has reported a bill I should seek
to incorporate in the substitute some-
thing that would clearly place jurisdic-
tion within the Committee on Labor.
Consequently, I adopted the device of the
forfeiture of rights which Congress itself
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has provided under the National Labor
Relations Act. That is why the penalty
clause, so-called, for violating the 30-day
cooling-off period relates to the forfei-
ture of rights under the National Labor
Relations Act. But there again the same
thing would be true. It would not be
a penalty which Congress infiicts or any-
thing of that sort, but it would be a for-
feiture of a benefit which the Govern-
ment itself had provided. That is why
1 used that approach. I think the prin-
ciple is the same as the gentleman from
Indiana has espoused.

Mr. LANDIS, The idea presented
might be the best method to prevent out-
law strikes, They will think twice before
striking,

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Yes. I
thought in the case of certain strikes, in
our dealing with labor problems, if they
reach the point where we need to im-
pose an individual punishment of some
sort, that that might be true. Of course,
I hope with the gentleman that what
we can do by the legislation that grows
out of this consideration is to so
strengthen the processes of collective
bargaining that mediation or possibly
voluntary arbitration will solve the prob-
lem, and that we will not have to re-
sort to anything that would in any sense
abridge the right to strike.

Mr. LANDIS. That is correct. I
think we need mediation and voluntary
arbitration. I think those other two
problems are very important and one
may be worked out in the Social Security
Act and the other worked out in the
Wagner Act.

Mr, JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. LANDIS. Iyield tothe gentleman
from Iowa.
Mr. JENSEN. I compliment the gen-

tloman on the very fine presentation he
has made on this whole subject. How-
ever, I am a little bit concerned about
his proposal to penalize employees who
go out on wildcat strikes, for instance.

Mr. LANDIS. You are not really pe-
nalizing them.

Mr. JENSEN. If the gentleman will
just permit me to state my qguestion fully,
I am thinking about the fellow who pos-
sibly is not in any sense responsible for
the strike or who may be forced out of
work because of the actions of some other
pecple. Although this fellow may be en-
tirely innocent in respect of what has
taken place, do you still propose and
do you still think that that man should
be penalized to the extent of taking his
social-security benefits away from him?
The gentleman will admit, of course, that
such a condition could arise?

Mr, LANDIS. Of course, we talk about
taking it to courts and putting up a bond.
It would be much better to take away
the welfare rights, If a wildcat strike
occurred when a plant was open for
business those people who reported to
work would not be considered strikers.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Indiana has again ex-
pired.

Mr. LANDIS. Mr, Chairman, I yield
myself five additional minutes.

Mr. ROBSION of EKentucky. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, LANDIS, I yield.
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Mr. ROBSION of Eentucky. I think
there are indications of improvement in
the labor situation in the country. I
think it was a splendid move when the
United Mine Workers returned to the
American Fzderation eof Labor. Mr,
Green and Mr. Lewis are connected with
that. While we have about 1,750,000
men out on strike, I understand that only
about 40,000 A. F. of L, men have been
on strike since this trouble came up. The
United Mine Workers have not been on
strike, I believe that these influences are
going to be very helpful in the solution
of this problem. I wish to commend the
gentleman for his suggestion about
strengthening our mediation, coneilia-
tion, and arbitration laws. We are more
or less circumseribed in what can be done.
In the first place, the Constitution and
the Supreme Court gives working people
the right to sirike. You cannot get
around it. /

Second. The Supreme Court and the
law of the land—I do not mean the re-
cent Supreme Court, but back in the
time of Chief Justice Taft—held that
workingmen had the right, under the
Constitution, to organize, and it was
essential to their protection that they
have that right, because a single indi-
vidual could not deal with organized
brains and organized capital. There
head to be organized brain and organized
brawn to deal with each other, ' I hope
that in this period of time we will not
go off emotionally, but will approach this
subject from every angle and take this
bill and work out something that will
help the country without regard to the
political effect it will have on either
party or on any Member of Congress,
and look alone to the general welfare
of the country, and, above g2ll, preserve
free private enterprise and free collec-
tive bargaining. You cannct have a free
counfry, you cannot have free workers
unless you have a free private enterprise,
with the right to bargsin collectively.
Whenever we undertake 40 circumseribe
that, then we are going to get into
trouble in this country, and it will not be
solved.

Mr. LANDIS. I thank the gentleman
for his contribution.

Mr. GEELAN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. LANDIS. 1 yield.

Mr. GEELAN. Ialso wishto congrat-
ulate the gentleman from Indiana on his
very fine presentation. There is a ques-
tion in my mind here, however, as to
how well thought out this entire subject
maiter is. Several of the statements
made by the gentleman szem to confirm
that. I would like to ask the gentleman,
therefore, in what respect strikers could
be deprived of receiving certain benefits
under Social Security, that the Congress
ojf??the United States could deprive them
0

Mr. LANDIS. Of course, in some
strikes, certain States deprive workers
of their right to benfits while they are
on strike, However, we could amend the
social-security law. I would rather have
it handled by a fining clause between
management and the unions. There is
no question but what that is the solution.
If FPord and General Motors and the steel
company would put that clause into a
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contract, they would be better off. But
you can amend the Social Security Act
and deny benefits to persons out on wild
cat strikes.

Mr, GEELAN. But does not the gen-
tleman remember that only the other
day he voted against a bill which the
proponents of the bill for which he voted
contended that the opponents of the bill
were in favor of federalization of unem-
ployment compensation acts?

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the
gentleman has again expired.

Mr. LANDIS. I voted against that bill.

Mr. GEELAN. The gentleman voted
to return the employment offices to the
States. ;

Mr. LANDIS. Certainly I did. I did
it for the reason that the States can do
a better job of putting these men to work.

Mr. GEELAN. The proponents of the
bill that the gentleman voted for con-
tended that the opponents of that bill
wanted to federalize not only the Em-
ployment Service but unemployment
compensation; yet now the gentleman is
suggesting that we amend by Federal
law the Unemployment Compensation
Act or the Social Security Act so that
those States, in the few instances where
they do, which pay strikers’ benefits shall
be prevented from doing so. As I under-
stand, there are only five States so pay-
ing. All this brings me up to the point,
the point I was going to make. We sug-
gested that much more study be given
this, that the entire field be gone into,
and let us come up with a real, honest
solution to this problem. If we did that,
and if the gentleman had gone along
with us, we would not have this mess on
the floor here.

Mr. LANDIS. But the President of the
United States and the people want some
legislation on mediation and voluntary
arbitration.

Mr. GEELAN. We have a way of get-
ting legislation, but this is not the way
to get it.

Mr. EELLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANDIS. I want to make two
more observations before I yield. I want
to comment on wiliful violence and de-
struction of property. We have State
laws that should take care of these prob-
lems, That should be up to the States.
If the States are nof taking care of those
situations, it is up to the governors of
the States to intervene.

Then we also have this foremen’s sec-
tion in the bill. We talk about not
aliowing foremen the right of collective
bargaining. It is a difficult question to
know where to draw the line. The con-
ductor, engineer, and fireman are called
supervisors; they run the train. Are
they going to be denied the privilege
of collective bargaining? It involves a
pretty careful study to see where we
should draw the line in the maiter of
foremen and supervisors.

Mr. BIEMILLER, Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANDIS. Briefly.

Mr. BIEMILLER. PirstIwishto make
a comment and then raise a question.

The gentleman from Connecticut has
spoken of unemployment compensation
laws and strike benefits, That matter
has been raised on the floor several times
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and I believe the facts ought to be
brought out. There are five States in
the Union that do permit payment of
unemployment compensation to strikers.

Mr. LANDIS. That may be true.

Mr. BIEMILLER, Butin each of those
instances there is a longer waiting period
than there is for an ordinary unemployed
person. Furthermore, the striker must
agree to take a comparable job if it is of-
fered to him before he can collect his un-
employment compensation.

Mr. LANDIS. That may be true.

Mr. BIEMILLER. On the point the
gentleman has been making, I have been
very much interested in hearing what the
gentleman had to say in the matter of
foremen and the necessity for a long
carefully thought-out study of the prob-
lem. In view of the gentleman’s atii-
tude I cannot understand why the gen-
tleman from Indiana was part of the vote
that permitted this situation to get on
the floor where we obviously cannot give
glis matter due and careful considera-

on,

Mr. LANDIS. The American people
want this question discussed and debated
in Congress. It is my duty as a member
of the Labor Committee to get this bill
out here for discussion,

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANDIS. I yield to the gentleman
from Kentuecky.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. On the.

maftter of drawing the line and putting
in the class of supervisory employees
those who have anything to do with cal-
culating the amount of pay a worker
should get, that would include the check
weighmen in mines, yet he is a union
member and is elected by the union min-
ers themselves to see that they get their
just and proper wages. This would de-
prive them of putting that sort of men
in that kind of position.

Mr. LANDIS. The gentleman is cor-
rect. He is exactly right.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANDIS. I yield to the gentle-
man from South Dakota.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. T want to |

call attention to the fact that the gen-
tleman is absolutely right in getting the
bill before us in this way, because it gives
us an opportunity to take up the various
matters.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Indiana has again ex-
pired.

Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself three additional minutes.

Mr., CASE of South Dakota. Section
12, which deals with supervisory em-
ployees, can be changed, if the House
wishes to do so, when the time comes for
that. With respect to the illustration
which the gentleman from Indiana used
about conductors, firemen, and so forth,
those are exempted from section 12.

Mr. LANDIS. The point I was frying
to make is that we have people in other
industries who have relative positions as
conductors, brakemen, and firemen.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANDIS. I yield to the gentle-
man from New York.
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Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I want
to compliment the gentleman for his
statement. When they start to attack
him about a vote that he cast a week
ago and the result of his speech, they
are going pretty far afield.

Mr., GREEN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. LANDIS. I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. GREEN. I just want to ask the
gentleman one question. When we had
the vote in the Labor Committee, did
the gentleman have any knowledge that
this other bill was going to be presented?

Mr. LANDIS. Of course, past history
of the House since I have been here
shows that we always have had oppor-
tunities for labor amendments to labor
bills. I think the Members are entitled
to bring those amendments in. It has
been done before. I agree if there are
too many, or if bad amendments are
added to the bill, it may pass the House
but it probably will die in the Senate
like some of the rest of them have; how-
ever, I do want to say that we must have
the opportunity to discuss and debate
this legislation. We can add to or re-
ject the amendments.

Mr. GREEN. If has been stated to,
me that is the policy of the Republican
Party toward labor as the bill presented
by the gentleman from South Dakota
[Mr, Case] provides.

Mr. LANDIS. I do not agree. Per-
haps some Republicans are for it. There
will probably be some Democrats for it,
too. Do not say it is the policy of the
Republican Pariy.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. In view
of the question just asked and the ques-
tions asked me, will not the gentleman
state that he and I participated in a
panel on the radio some weeks ago and at
that time I did tell him I wa$ working
on some labor legislation, that I had a
bill in mind I might toss in in the mean-
time, although we did not have oppor-
tunity at that time to discuss the details?

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANDIS. I yield to the gentle-
man from New York.

Mr, MARCANTONIO. I think this
House is entitled to a forthright expla-
nation as to who wrote the Case bill?

Mr, LANDIS. I do not think that 1s
an issue here.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Indiana has again ex-
pired.

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 5 minutes tc the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CRAWFORD].

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, in
the limited time at my disposal I will not
have an opportunity to express my own
views on this subject except in a very
limited manner; furthermcre, due to a_
change in the program of the House, it
now appears I shall not be here when the
vote is cast on this bill. I do want to put
myself on record for the benefit of the
people in my district, the farm peobie,
the business people, and unorganized as
well as organized labor.

First, I voted for this rule so that we
could bring these bills up and discuss
them.
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Secondly, if I were here and had the
opportunity I would vote for the Case
bill.

Third, I am in no way sympathetic
with the bill reported by the Committee
on Labor. I think it is extremely inade-
auate. Why that committee brought
this kind of a bill out at this particular
time is beyond my comprehension. So I
think the record now will show my posi-
tion on the two measures hefore the
House at this particular moment. Such
amendments as may be offered Monday
I shall not have the opportunity to vote
on because I will be in my district dis-
cussing scine of these matters with come
of the people I represent.

Mr. HOOK. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAWFCRD. No; I do not yield.
I only have 5 minutes, and I will not be
able to participate in this debate after
today, and I do want to get a few things
in the REcoRD.

Mr. Chairman, out of about 52,000,000
payrollees in this country we have some
14,000,000 claiming to operate under col-
‘lective-bargaining agreements. Let us
assume that those 14,000,000 represent
315 in each family. Then take the other
thirty-six or thirty-eight million and
multiply that by 35, and you will find
that approximately 90,000,000 people in
this country out of a total of 140,000,000
are not within the embrace of the laws
that have been enacted by the Con-
gresses of the United States since 1884,

primarily in the interest of organized.

labor. I have no fear whatsoever of be-
ing in the right spot when I am with
laboring people. About 90 percent of all
the people I ever met were laborers. In
every community where I have resided
most of my friends and neighbors have
been laborers. All of my family have
toiled and performed stoop labor all their
lives, and I am not a stranger to stoop
labor, even as a Member of this House.
I reside on a 260-acre farm, and if you
do not believe I can perform stoop labor,
you can come out some week end and I
will take you through a 24-hour stretch
and show you exactly what stoop labor
is. So with about 90 percent of our
people performing labor in this country,
whatever is right for those people, I am
for. But what I cannot understand,
when I go back and review the record
in 1932—I think it was March 8—with
this House controlled by the Demoecratic
Party at that time, is just why organized
labor was exempted from the Antitrust
Act in respect to restraints of trade. I
take the position that no organized mi-
nority monopoly, whether made up of
businessmen or factory owners or shop
owners or labor unions, has any legal or
moral or social right to stop the flow of
commerce between the people of the
United States as has occurred in recent
weeks and months.

As long as we have labor divided as it
is af the present time I shall not support
as a Member of this House or as a private
citizen a proposal which enables a labor
leader to stop the flow of social income,
to prevent the production of goods, and
to ship those goods in interstate com-
merce. The welfare of the organized
worker, as well as the unorganized
worker, economically speaking, lies only
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in the free play of competitive forces.
There is no conflict between the Federal
Government exercising its powers to pro-
tect the rights of an unorganized worker
as well the rights of an organized worker.
‘The Pace hill in my opinion undoes some
of the work performed by the Congress in
March 1932 when it approved the Norris-
LaGuardia Act, and therefore I am in
favor of that particular provision of the
Case bill, I do not think the Case bill
goes far enough. I do not believe we will
ever arrive at a satisfactory solution of
those propositions for the organized
worker or the unorganized worker until
we materially alter the provisions of the
National Labor Relations Act. I do not
think that act protects the organized
worker as an individual from the depre-
dations on his rights by the union itself.

In other words, I do not believe the
National Labor Relations Act is a demo-
cratic law by any means.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Michigan has expired.

Mr. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
five additional minutes to the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAWFORD. 1 yield to the gen-
tleman from South Dakota.

Mr. CASE of . South Dakota. I appre-
ciate the study the gentleman has given
to this matter. If he will recall, one
Sunday afternoon I visited him at his
home a few miles out in the country here,
and we discussed these problems. The
gentleman will realize that in trying to
accomplish legislation at this time the
thing one must try to do is to bring to-
gether what agreement may be reached
upon. While I respect the gentleman’s
views, I felt that to include in the bill
some of the objectives the gentleman has
in mind would precipitate more contro-
Versy.

Mr. CRAWFORD. - It would make it
impossible to get anything considered.
In no way am I criticizing the idea of
bringing the Case bill here as it is, I am
simply putting myself on record to say
that I would go further than the Case
bill goes along that line. In no way do
I advocate the destruction of the collec-
tive-bargaining principle, but at all times
I must advocate that there be something
in the machinery which imposes direct
responsibility on the union as it signs a
contract. How in the world can we ex-
pect shop owners and management, rep-
resenting ownership, ever to get any-
where unless they have some foundation
upon which to rest with respect to oper-
ating for at least a 12-month period,
to say nothing about a long-term com-
mitment?

Mr. HOOK. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAWFORD. 1 yield to the gen-
fleman from Michigan. -

Mr. HCOK. Will the gentleman in-
form me of one major labor organization
that has violated its confract even
though there are 15,000 contracts, ac-
cording to the Bureau of Labor Statis-
tics?

Mr. CRAWFORD. The gentleman
knows as well as I do that he can go to
the records of these cases which have
been handled and ascertain the exact
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facts. I shall not try to gum up the
record by making some guesses or wild
statements.

Mr, SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAWFORD. 1 yield to the gen-
tleman from Virginia.

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I would be
glad to submit for the record figures
showing that during the period of the
existing steel contract there have been
900 and some short strikes in violation of
the contract. In the automotive indus-
try in the last 3 months prior to the
strikes there were 147 strikes of short
duration.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr. MARCANTOCNIO, 1 also hope that
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
Smita] will put in the record the num-
ber of violations of labor-management
agreements that have been made. by
management.

Mr., CRAWFORD. May I =ay fto the
gentleman from New York that I am
just as opposed to management’s failing
to carry out its obligations as I am op-
posed to a union’'s failing to carry out its
obligations. This country is based on
faith and credit. If there is any phase
of our life which teaches a man to meet
his obligations it is in the business field.
Any man who has operated a business
and who has a thimbleful of brains knows
that the best basis on whieh he can pro-
ceed is always to meet his obligations,
verbal and wiitten, If he does not do
that, he is not a credit to the community.

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. To clarify the
question raised by the gentleman from
New York as to how many times industry
has violated these contracts, you will find
in all of those contracts, which are very
elaborate, procedure laid down as to how
differences of opinion shall be straight-
ened out. Both sides are required by the
contract itself to resort to that procedure.
If the company fails to do so, every dollar
of its assets is liable under that breach
of contract.

Mr. CRAWFORD. The assets of the
company or the assets of the people who
have saved, who have denied themselves,
and invested in buildings and machinery
and machine tools so that people can be
employed and produce goods, as the gen-
tleman from Virginia has said, are sub-
ject to capture through legal processes if
the management fails to carry out its
obligations under the contract. But little
shop A or little shop B can be harassed by
a breaking of the confract through a
wildcat strike or otherwise and eventu-
aily thrown into bankruptey, and the firm
for which the employees are working has
no recourse and no way of saving its eco-
nomic hide in remaining a solvent com-
pany so that employment can be given
to people.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Michigan has again ex-
pired. :

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself the balance of
the time. v

‘Mr. Chairman and fellow Members of
the House, there are several points which
have been taken up here this afternoon
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in the running debate that we have had
which I think need clarification. In the
first place, the gentleman from Michi-
gan asked why the Committee on Labor
brought out a meaningless bill. I know
for one why some of us voted for the
bill which was brought out. That was
because we were convinced that the
American people and this House wanted
to have a debate on this subject. It was
agreed then in the committee by even
those of us who voted for bringing that
bill out, that we might oppose it. I do
oppose it and I oppose any legislation at
this time because I am fearful that we
will repeat the sad experience that we
had in the past when we tried to pass
legislation which was not well considered.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. Iam de-
lighted to yield to the gentleman.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. The gentle-
man evidently refers to the Smith-Con-
nally Act.

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. I defi-
nitely refer to the Smith-Connally Act
which, in my opinion, fellow Members
and Mr. Chairman, caused most of the
strikes which occurred which were re-
cently mentioned on the floor of this
House.

Mr, KELLEY of Pennsylvania.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, BALDWIN of New York. I am
delighted to yield to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania.

Mr. KEELLEY of Pennsylvania. The
only benefit the American public got un-
der the Smith-Connally Act was the ex-
penditures of money to carry out these
strike elections for which the taxpayers
have to pay millions of dollars.

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. It is
not only that—but, of course, I do not
intend to debate the Smith-Connally
Act. I do want to reemphasize my fear
that we will repeat our experiences under
that act. I have consulted with man-
agement and I have consulted with labor.
I have taken the trouble to go out to the
Middle West and consult with some of
our important concerns. I went up to
New York yesterday and consulied with
some more of them. None of them want
any legislation at this time because they
are fearful, as I am, that in the long run
the public will not be protected. They
believe as I do in the capitalistic system
and free enterprise. Furthermore, they
do not want any first steps taken which
will involve the Government in running
what should be free enterprise.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. I am
delighted to yield to the gentleman.

Mr. CELLER. I presume also that the
gentleman deplores the action of the
Committee on Rules in bringing in this
Case bill as a substitute for the Norton
bill.

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. I shall
come to that in a few minutes. .

Mr, JOHNSON of California. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. May I
point out that Mr. Traecy, the Assistant
Secretary of Labor, who testified before
our committee, was very emphatic that

Mr.
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we should not repeal the Smith-Connally
bill, insofar as the provisions were put
in that law to take over industry in case
of strikes. T asked him specifically, “Are
you thinking about public utilities?” He
said, “Yes; I am; and we want this law
to stay on the books, so far as those pro-
visions are concerned.”

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. Mr.
Chairman, I, for one—and I think my
record on the Smith-Connally bill is well
known—would like to see it repealed
without any amendment.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BALDWIN of New York, I yield.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. If it is true that
the Smith-Connally bill is the cause of
the strikes we now have, will the gentle-
man tell me why labor publications call
it the antistrike bill?

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. Mr.
Chairman, I cannot answer for labor
publications, inasmuch as, one, I rarely
read them, and, two, I certainly do not
write them. But I can say this: That
the provisions of the Smith-Connally bill
legalize strikes because they legalize Gov-
ernment procedure and provide machin-
ery whereby the taxpayers pay for these
strikes, as was pointed out.

Mr, CUNNINGHAM,
that.

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. By tak-
ing away from the conservative and rea-
sonable labor leaders all control of the
rank and file of the union membership,
irresponsible union members would come
along and would start those wildeat
strikes. They would do it and could do
it because of the Smith-Connally Act.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. I agree with the
gentleman.

Mr, BALDWIN of New York. And the
answer is that if anyone wants to repeal
the act now, someone always wants to
offer some choice amendments which
ultimately defeat repeal.

Mr, CUNNINGHAM. I agree with the
gentleman, but he still has not answered
my question why labor ealls it the anti-
strike bill.

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. I eannot
speak for labor. I can only speak for my
constituents.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. I am
glad to yield to the gentleman.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. We have the
same situation today in respect to this
legislation, the so-called Case bill. As
the gentleman recalls, when we had the
Smith-Connally bill before us there was
a great furor and great speeches were
made, but now we find that the Smith-
Connally bill is the most universally re-
pudiated legislation—so much so that
the author of that bill, the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. 8mite] himself has
introduced a resolution to repeal the
Smith-Connally Act.

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. I under-
stood I had pointed that out, Mr, Chair-
man., I feel very emphatically we are
faced with the same situation today, In
the first place, I cannot understand how
Members of this House could be presumed
to act on legislation brought in here with
no committee consideration whatsoever.

I understand
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I do not think it is fair to the member-
ship of this House. I certainly do nut
think it is fair to the members of my own
party in this House, to ask us to act in-
telligently on legislation which most of
us had to read in the newspapers before
we could get copies of it.

Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. I yield.

Mr. JENNINGS. Have not all the dif-
ferent features of this measure now be-
fore the House been constantly before
the people of this country and Members
of this House for the past 12 months?
Just how long do you think is the period
of gestation when an idea could develop
and be ready to be delivered in the brain
of the average Congressman?

Mr. BALDWIN. Well, I cannot vouch
for anybody else, but it would take me a
long time to gestate some of the meas-
ures in this bill, and I do not think I
could ever digest them or swallow them.
I certainly believe that orderly proce-
dure in a legislative body demands that a
committee consider a bill as important
as this and hold hearings on it. I read
it in the newspapers, and I reread it
twice, and I could not argue all the points
in it. I am not definitely sure in my own
mind where the mediation board begins
and ends. I am not sure whether they
can tell management just what they will
charge to the public, because this is the
only way they can pay this or that wage.
It is the same question with the faci-
finding board. I believe in the long run
the public, which is aroused on this prob-
lem, will be best served by a continuance
of free enterprise. Let capital and labor
work out their own problems without
Government interference. It is my own
personal opinion that many of the laws
we have on our statute books now, par-
ticularly involving capital, should be re-
pealed, and that our free enterprise sys-
tem would get along better if they were.

Mr, CASE of South Dakota. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield in
order that I may answer his implied
question about the powers of the media-
tion board?

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. I would
be glad to hear it.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. The
mediation board would have absolutely
no power to come in and tell manage-
ment what it should do. It is a media-
ticn board and not an arbitration board.

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. Can the
gentleman, then, enlighten me further
by saying when does a case come before
the mediation board? Where is the line
drawn?

Mr. CASE of South Dakota.
would come before the mediation board
on the petition of either party to the
industrial dispute. If they arrived at a
position where they could no longer
proceed with their collective bargaining,
and are about to break off, and either
side called a lock-out or a strike, they
would be required in the public interest
5 days before they do that, to tell the
mediation board.

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. They .

are required to tell the mediation board,
then?

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. They are
required to tell the mediation board that

A case -
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they propose to strike. Then, if the of-
ficers of the mediation board, named
in the bill, the chairman, the vice chair-
man, and the secretary, who are the pub-
lic members of the board, appointed by
the President, by and with the advice and
consent of the Senatfe, determine that
there are sufficient public interests at
stake in the industrial dispute, then the
mediation board would take jurisdiction.
But that jurvisdiction would not extend to
giving them authority to enter any order
or anything of that sort, but they would
come into the picture and attempt to
continue the processes of collective bar-
gaining.

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. As I
read it, then, this bill is entirely anti-
labor. They are allowed to do it with
lablor but not allowed to do it with cap-
ital? -

We do it with capital too, with man-
agement.

But what I am getting at is that as I
read this bill they have all kinds of me-
diation boards and procedures to stop
labor from doing certain things, but they
do not touch manacement at all.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. They
have exactly the same power with re-
spect to management,

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. I do not
see it that way. At any rate, the hill is
going to be read and the gentleman will
have time under the 5-minute rule to
debate it and explain it. In the very
short time I have had in which to study
the bill it seems to me to be terrifically
one-sided and to be an out and out at-
tempt to get at labor. It is high time
some of my colleagues in the House
stmiped such things if they want to come
back.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. When
I have time in my own right I shall be
pleased to explain the bill fully and
clearly.

Mr. JOHNSON of California, Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I wish
the gentleman would give us the benefit
of his opinion as to the liability provided
under this bill for breach of any no-
strike clause of a contract by a union or
a union member. Does that mean that
a company in the event a union breaks
a clause in the contract can sue the union
and the officers and every single member
of the union?

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. I have
not had sufficient time to study this bill
It has never been before the Committee
on Labor or any other committee that I
know of. It is the first time in all my
-legislative experience that a thing like
this has happened to me, and I have
been in legislative bodies for nearly 20
years. I do not myself understand it.
I believe that they can do just that.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. And
they could recover from an individual
union member all that he happened to
have, perhaps.

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. That is
right, as I understand it; and that is one

«of the reasons why I say this bill is en-
tirely one-sided. However, the whole
matter will be debated under the 5-min-
ute rule, and I am sure the official author
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of the bill, the gentleman from South
Dakota [Mr. Case] will be able to give the
answers.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. I yield.

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. The
gentleman has a very fine mind and is
a very able member of the Commiitee
on Labor. I wish to ask him what his
reaction is to the feollowing question:
What does he feel the picture will be in
the current strike situation even if the
Case bill or no other legislation on the
subject should be passed as the result of
these deliberations?

Mr, BALDWIN of New York. I think
that within a very short time it will all
be settled. But if we pass legislation
which rearouses labor we may have a lot
of wildeat strikes which the conservative
labor leaders would like to prevent. I
believe the passage of legislation will not
help, but rather will hinder the solution
of these probiems. ;

Mr., JENNINGS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr., BALDWIN of New York, I yield.

Mr. JENNINGS. I assume that the
gentleman in his business experience has
made a great many contracis. They
were bilateral contracts that bound each
party, were they not?

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. That is
right.

Mr., JENNINGS. They were mutually
entered into. Does the gentleman know
of any reason why in any contract where

each of the parties to that contract have .

knowingly and understandingly entered
into it, one should have the right to vio-
late it and inflict damage upon the other
and that party which is causing the dam-
age to the other not respond in damages?

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. 1 en-
tirely agree with the gentleman. But I
think that has been much exaggerated
here; I do not believe that phase of the
matter has been properly presented. I
have not time to do it now. I wou'd have
to collect most of the facts to present;
but I think the gentleman will find that
in contracts made by responsible and rea-
sonable labor leaders 99 percent have
been kept—at least they were until the
Smith-Connally Act was passed.

Mr. JENNINGS. Of course, if they
complete them they have no cause to fear
anything,

Mr. BALDWIN of New York. In con-
clusion, Mr. Chairman, I hope that when
we come to the final vote on these meas-
ures that we defeat all labor legislation
at the present sitting.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York has again
eXpired.

Mr. KELLEY of Pennsylvania, Mr,
Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
MurpHY].

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to speak out of order
on a subject of interest to all Members of
the House.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.
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Mr. MURPHY, Mr, Chairman, the
Selective Service Medal, recently au-
thorized by Congress, is being awarded
to ceriain uncompensated members of
the Selective Service System throughout
the Nation who have served 2 years of
service or more, in recognition of their
faithful and loyal service.

Medals are being presented in each
State and Territory at ceremonies
arranged by the Governor and State
Director of Selective Service.

The Pennsylvania presentation is
scheduled for today at meetings to be
held simultaneously in Harrisburg, Phil-
adelphia, Pittsburgh, Scranton, and Erie,

I think this is a splendid idea. T be-
lieve I speak the unanimous sentiments
of the House when I say that the able,
conscientious, sincere work of those citi-
zens in the promotion of the war effort
should be so honored. These medals are
richly deserved. To each and every one
of them may I extend heartiest congratu-
lations.

Mr. KEELLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. CELLER].

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I wish
to say to the gentleman from South
Dakota [Mr., Casg] that when I quoted
from the Bible in my questien to the
gentleman from West Virginia this after-
noon there was no intention whatsoever
to wound the sensibilities of the gentle-
man from South Dakota. There were no
personalities intended.

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I thank
the gentleman for his statement. I am
sure I did not so take it and I did not
object to his words. It was not I who
asked that the words be taken down.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I feel
that both the Norton and Case bills
would be an undue interference and a
tragic interference with the right to
strike and for that reason I must be
against both bills. To my mind, the
right to strike is an inalienable right.
I remember when unorganized workers,
including children, worked from dawn
to dark with barely enough to keep them
alive. Unions and strikes and threats
of strikes changed that. Nearly every
gain in over a hundred years has come
through union of labor and strikes and
threat of strikes. Decent wages and fair
labor standards and working conditions
have been secured from reluctant man-
agement only through strikes and threat
of strikes, Our standard of living, the
highest in the world, is primarily due to
strikes, every one of which was de-
nounced at the time in the press as
socialistic or communistic or as destruc-
tive of the private enterprise system. If
these strikes annoy you, reflect just one
moment as to whether you were in favor
a few years ago of child labor or a 12-
hour day in the steel works.

This fact-finding bill deprives the
workers of exercising that precious right
to strike for 30 days. That time would
destroy this inalienable right. In that
period labor would have no rights. A
strike after 30 days would be useless, as
useless as dropping a bucket into an
empty well. It would be a confronta-
tion of an employee’s fait accompli.
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Let me read to you what William Green
of the American Federation of Labor
said before the Labor Committee:

Although the act provides that individuals
as indlviduals, acting solely and independ-
ently without conferring, consulting, or
agreeing with any other person or persons,
may quit work, in practical effect this is
merely a window-dressing device. The lan-
guage is adopted to help save the constitu-
tionality of an act which clearly imposes in-
voluntary servitude on workers. Read liter-
ally, an individual may refuse to work him-
self, but he must not do so as a result of an
agreement with another, and it becomes un-
lawful to induce or encourage another in-
dividual to abstain from working. This pro-
hibition against a concerted refusal to work
for a period of 80 days raises serious con-
stitutional guestions, for it thereby Imposes
upon workers involuntary servitude,

To my mind the fact-finding bill is
bad, but the so-called Case bill is far
worse. I would say that the Case hill is
applauded by that type of industrialist
who might have the best mind of the
eighteenth century. The Case bill would
be turning the clock backward. It is a

- denial of the fact that time marches on.
We have outgrown the days of the
vellow-dog contracts and indiscriminate
labor injunctions which the Case bill

would bring back. That bill would take-

us back to the robber baron days, to the
industrialist buccaneer days. The great
Socrates said: “We never should bathe
.in the same sfream twice.” With the
Case bill we bathe in the murky, muddy
waters of industry-labor disputes. To
my mind if we are going to have fact-
finding—and I am opposed to fact-find-
ing—there must be attached to it at
Jeast two conditions precedent: One,
there shotild be power to subpena records
and persons; two, there should be invo-
cation of sanctions. Both conditions are
absent in the Norton hill. I oppose that
bill for that reason, as well as for other
reasons,

It has been a painful experience to
labor, the waiting, the tireless waiting
for the War Labor Board to find facts
in labor disputes. Labor fears, and
rightfully so, the bureaucratic delays.
Labor fears the employer litigation that
would be raised by fact-finding, Labor
sees no assurance of employer compli-
ance even after the facts are found and
the recommendations are made. Once
bitten, twice shy. Labor has already
been bitten many times and has a right
now to be shy of this so-called fact-
finding Norton bill,

It has been stated and brooded about
that lapor assumes a “public be damned”
attitude. Let us examine that momen-
tarily. Be advised that as this moment
43,000,000 men and women are engaged
as industrial and service workers, and
with their loved ones, their wives and
their parents and their children, they
constitute over 100,000,000 of the popu-
lation of the United States. Labor does
not want to hurt the public because it
hurts labor to hurt the public. Remem-
ber, labor represents, I repeat, over 100,-
000,000 of the population of the Nation.
The welfare of the rest of our people is
insoluble. You deal with labor’s welfare,
with labor’s take-home pay, with labor’s
purchasing power. I would like to ad-
vise and emphasize and underscore that
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labor during the war kept a sacred pledge
that it made not to strike, and it kept
that pledge for 4 years. Labor is en-
titled to better recompense than some
of the Members of this House want to
give to labor.

It is interesting to note that after the
last war 20.8 percent of the total work-
ers were on strike. The situation is dif-
ferent now after this recent war. Less
than 10 percent of the totzl employees
of the country are row on strike. So
the situation is not as dark and dismal
as some of the Members of this House
would want to make that situation out
to be. I believe that these disputes will
run their course in a very short time,
and the difficulties will evaporate. Butif
we try to inject congressional action and
we infuriate and we inflame and we act
as picadors, then there will be more
trouble, We will be pouring oil upon
the fire and making the conflagration aill
the greater. I have great confidence in
the future. I believe that we are on
the verge of a great prosperity. Wall
Street knows that. Despite all these
strikes they believe that we are in for a
huge wave of prosperity. Examine the
stock market quotations and see how the
stocks are constantly rising. They are
not worrying about these strikes nor is
the Internal Revenue Department worry-
ing about these strikes. I have before
me a prospectus for a balanced budget
in the year 1947. If things were really
as bad as they seem fo be in the minds
of some we could never balance our
budget in 1947, but the Bureau of the
Budget and the Internal Revenue De-
partment say that we will balance our
budget in 1947.

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman;, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the Recorp.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

HITLER LIVES?

Mr. GREEN, Mr. Chairman, when
such an affirmative and progressive me-
dium as the motion pictures tackles a
topical problem with clarity and force I
believe it is an event of the first magni-
tude. I say to you, without reservation,
that I have just seen a splendid and strik-

ing example of the way the motion pic- -
ture can be used in the public service and -

in a manner which must compel the ad-
miration of, and the recognition by, this
body and every American. I refer to the
eloquent film document which Warner
Bros. is presenting and which is entitled
“Hitler Lives?” It is my earnest belief
that Hitler Lives? contains a message, a
warning, and a promise which are so
urgent and so moving that it should be
seen by every citizen of this country.
Every single American, as we know
only too well, is seriously concerned with
the specter of a possible Third World
War. We hear from every side that what
happened in 1918 and in 1939 must never
happen again. We have a tremendous
stake in so reeducating and rehabilitat-
ing the German people and nation that
their will and power to make war is for-
ever eradicated. And our desperate need
is for the truth, for the historic facts,
for the understanding of the way in
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which a whole nafion can be motivated
toward conquest.

Before our very eyes, this picture pre-
sents a pictorial record of German ag-
gression in its defiance for humanity and
its contempt for the principles of de-
mocracy. Bismarck, the Kaiser, and,
finally, Hitler—these three monsters,
these despoilers of civilization, and all
the evil they stand for are presented in
an unforgettable manner.

Because Hitler Lives? brings home the
desperate need for a realistic under-
standing of the problem we face today,
I believe it merifs our complete endorse-
ment, without any reservation whatever.

By a bare and unadulterated presen-
tation of fact, Hitler Lives? points the
way toward our great need, at this time,
of not allowing ourselves to forget, as
we have done in the past, the holocaust
that these people have wreaked upon
civilization. Because it enables us to
understand the nature of this aggres-
sion, it must lead to a resolution that we
must prevent future aggression. Hitler
Lives? breathes flaming life upon the
momentous catastrophe of German his-
tory. The evidence piles up, and it is
incontrovertible. It is an acid which
has corroded the minds of men. It sheds
a glaring light upon bigotry and other
seeds of the Nazi creed.

Hitler Lives? is more thawn a lesson
in history; it is a plea for good will in our
own country. I urge, therefore, sober
reflection upon its message, and, in ap-
preciation of the enormous public service
rendered by the presentation of Hitler
Lives? I recommend that this picture and
the producers, Messrs, Harry and Jack
Warner, and all those instrumental in its
production, be publicly commended by
the Congress of the United States.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. Lanel.

Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, natural
birth pains that attend the coming of
econemic freedom, have stirred up a feel-
ing of panic in some quarters. Drastic
measures are being urged upon us. In-
stead of allowing the current manage-
ment-labor crisis to work itself out in a
democratic way, as it will, we find the
legislative doctors in a flurry of excite-
ment. Some are even angry with the pa-
tient, which is hardly the way to win her
confidence and cooperation.

Fact-finding legislation of some sort is
being heralded as the sovereign remedy
and the doctors are mixing this witch's
brew in various and confusing propor-
tions.

In its most violent form, it is a physie,
compelling management to give up its
books and labor to part with its right to
strike.

In the watered-down formula, it is a

‘patent medicine dosage, harmiess, mean-

ingless; a waste of time, money, and
effort.
We are being advised to prescribe one

‘or the other, when the patient will bene-

fit from neither. A majority of the
American family, embracing both con-
servatives and liberals, oppose purgatives
and oppose quack remedies. They know
that, in this case, the mere expedient of
pouring something, anything, down the
patient’s throat, will accomplish nothing.
She will come out of her exertions, as she
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has before, functioning naturally, and
she will bring forth a new economy,
healthier and stronger, the less we med-
dle with its coming.

Americans resent any form of compul-
sion, We have just emerged from a war
in which we gave beyond measure to
eliminate force, once and for all, as a
way of doing business. And yet there
are some who, forgetting that the mean-
ing of America is cooperation, now
advise us to adopt a contrary policy, that
of bearing down in the demanding man-
ner. In the heat of a domestic crisis,
they hecome impatient and impulsive.
They would have us forfeit all that we
have come to mean and in the rush to
impose a settlement would crush our
fundamental freedoms. The gentlemen
who suggest this may mean well, but
they should keep an eye on recent his-
tory.

Fascism and nazism came to power
through labor disputes. On the pretext
of maintaining law and order, they in-
tervened with final authority. When
management and labor “came to” they
found they had lost out. And from this
method of settling industrial disputes,
came ihe greatest agony in man's experi-
ence.

The compound word “fact-finding”
sounds innceent enough, but when it goes
into action with teeth it opens the way
to a controlled economy in which gov-
ernment would dictate wages and profits.

Without teeth, it is only a gesture, a
form of legislative shadow-boxing, du-
plicating a remedy we already possess.

As President Truman said:

It is nothing new to have the Goverpyment
get accurate information from the corpora-
tions.

Various Government agencies have
been getting this information all along.
As for the unions, the Labor Department
has been able for some time to give us
statistics—all the statistics we need—
covering wages, gains in man-hour pro-
ductivity, the cost-of-living index, unem-
ployment, consumer demands, and all
the other factors which enter into the
case for the worker, When manage-
ment and labor sit down together, what
else do they put on the collective-bar-
gaining table but the facts which both
these organizations have assembled from
their respective staffs of experts? Often-
times, the facts are not in dispute. It
remains a question of adjusting the facts
and reaching a compromise. The only
function of governmment is to serve as
a conciliator and the procedure for this
has been in operation with considerable
success for a number of years.

Why, then, are we being asked to for-
mulate repressive, or meaningless legis-
lation? Fact-finding, with teeth, is a
menace. Fact-finding without it is a
mockery. We would be better occupied,
I believe, in encouraging the democratic
process of collective bargaining to settle
iﬂl:}f differences between management and

or.

Let us look at the record.

The Kaiser Steel Co. and the new
Kaiser-Fraser automobile manufactur-
ing venture have reached agreements
with organized labor. After consider-
able negotiation, both Ford and Chrysler
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have reached a compromise settlement
with the unions. Although the prevail-
ing rate at Ford's—$1.21 per hour—was
higher than General Motors—$1.12 per
hour—Ford nevertheless agreed to add
an 18-cent-per-hour increase on this
rate for his UAW employees. Further-
more, he added 15 cents per hour to the
pays of salaried and white-collar workers
covered by union representation. Simi-
lar understandings were arrived at
through collective bargaining in the oil
industry.

It is obvious that conditions differ from
industry to industry, and even within a
given industry. In some cases, free bar-
gaining is impossible within the limits
imposed by Government price policy. If
one industry can make no gains in pro-
ductivity, it cannot pay higher wages. It
cannot, in all fairness, be expected to
raise wages as soon or as far as the pro-
gressive industries, Nevertheless, the
wages, even here, must go up to some
extent, in line with the general trend.
Since this industry has made no advance
in man-hour productivity, it must be
permitted to charge higher prices. Here,
let it be clearly understood, we are re-
ferring only to the relatively stagnant
industries.

On the other hand, our major indus-
tries have made exceptional gains in
efficiency. During the war years, pro-
ductivity in manufacturing industry rose
23 percent

Let us take a hypothetical case. Sup-
pose the facts, already available, show
that a certain industry can pay a 50-per-
cent increase in wages., This is no proof
that it should. If the over-all increase in
productivity happens to be 20 percent,
this industry should raise wages from 20
to 25 percent and pass on most of the
balance of its exceptional gains to con-
sumers in the form of lower prices. At
the same time, this industry is making
more than average profits, in spite of
higher wages and lower prices. No one
questions its right to this share. How-
ever, the bulk of the gains must be spread
through higher wages and lower prices
else the economic machine will soon
run down. The concentration of eco-
nomic power brings responsibility. Man-
agement does not live in an ivory tower.
‘Neither does labor live on the other side
of the tracks. Both must work together
producing and sharing in fair propor-

‘ tion, and always considering the welfare

of the general public.

The facts put on the collective-bar-
gaining table must include the picture of
the country as a whole, in addition to the
facts pertaining to the specific industry
where the dispute arises, The collective
bargain in each industry has become a
matter of concern for all consumers,
Management and labor, growing up to
their responsibilities, must take these
facts into consideration, as well as the
specialized statistics of each industry.

The President has employed fact find-
ing, on an informal basis, to help bring
the major disputes at General Motors
and United States Steel to a compromise
solution. It did not result in an im-
mediate and dramatic success, but I be-
lieve that it has served to bring both
parties closer to the understanding which
they will surely reach.
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The results achieved through collective
bargaining in the Ford and Chrysler dis-
putes provide the pattern for industrial
peace which others must follow if they
want to solve their problems in the
American way and retain the public's
faith and confidence in their ability to
make this cooperative procedure work.

Because I believe that a solution, ar-
rived at through collective bargaining, is
not far away, I consider it ill-advised for
the Congress to interfere with hasty legis-
lation that ‘will only serve to aggravate
both parties to an industrial dispute.

Management and labor will settle
their diffierences without any fact-find-
ing meddling by the Government. They
have the facts all ready and on the table, .
With these they will work out an agree-
ment . in the voluntary, cooperative, and
democratic way. It is better so.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from
Washington [Mr. COFFEE],

Mr. COFFEE. Mr, Chairman, at a
time when an outraged public opinion
has forced the abandonment by some
corporations of a conspiracy in Ameri-
can industry to destroy labor orgamniza-
tions, at a time when a formula appears

.to be evolving for the adjustment of

present labor-management differences, a
coalition of Republicans and Southern
Democrats is seeking to railroad through
the House a strike-breaking bill, H. R.
5262, which constitutes an irresponsible
and indefensible form of governmental
intervention in labor matters on the side
of employers and a serious blow to pres-
ent hopes for industrial peace. The bill,
which has been forced by this coalition
onto the floor of the House while the ink
on it is barely dry and without considera-
tion by the House Labor Committee, pro-
vides briefly:

A tripartite mediation board is created,
with representation from labor, manage-
ment, and the Government. The biill im-
poses upon employees the duty to re-
frain from striking until after the ex-
piration of 5 days from the date on which
notice is given to the board of an inten-
tion to strike. If the board determines
that the dispute substantially affects the
public interest, it may take jurisdiction
over the dispute,

After the board has taken jurisdiction
over the dispute the board may issue an
order to require any person fo refrain
from calling a strike. It may also order
any person to refrain from assisting a
strike in any manner. Such an order is
effective for any period the board may
determine, but in no event for a period
longer than 30 days from the date on
which the board took jurisdiction.

The bill provides that the Attorney
General, at the request of the Chairman
of the Board, may obtain an injunction
in the Federal courts to enforce the or-
ders of the Board and expressly states
that the Norris-LaGuardia Anti-Injunc-
tion Act is not to apply to the injunction
proceedings authorized by the bill.

The bill further provides that collec-
tive labor agreements are to he mutually
enforceable against each of the parties
thereto in the Federal courts and ex-
pressly states that labor organizations
may be sued in such courts,
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The biil makes it unlawful for any per-
son at any time “by the use of force and
vinlence or threats thereof, to prevent or
attempt to prevent any person” from
quitting or remaining in employment,
from accepting or refusing employment,
or from entering or leaving a place of
employment. Again, the Norris-La-
Guardia Anti-Injunction Act is repealed
for the purpose of authorizing the Fed-
eral court to issue injunctions to enforce
this portion of the bill.

This section of the bill also provides
that any employee who violates it is de-
nied the protections of the National La-
bor Relations Act. A further provision
denies reinstatement and back pay un-
der the National Labor Relations Act to
any employee who engages in violence,
intimidation, the unlawful seizure of

property in connection with a labor dis-

pute, or any organizational activities.

The bill also deprives supervisory em-
ployees of the protections of the National
Labor Relations Act. This class of indi-
vidual is defined to include mot merely
normal supervisory employees bui also
those whose duties include the computa-
tion of the pay of other employees, the
determination of time worked by other
employees, or supervision or administra-
tion of the factors upon the basis of
which the pay of other employees is com-
puted.

Finally, the bill contains broad prohi-
bitions upon boycotts by labor organiza-
tions and creates two sanctions to en-
force these prohibitions: It authorizes
the issuance of Federal injunctions
against violation and expressly repeals
the Norris-LaGuardia Anti-Injunetion
Act for that purpose. It denies to any
individual who violates its provisions the
protections of the National Labor Rela-
tions Act.

This bill is not merely the product of
vindictive antilabor thinking: it is not
merely a one-sided attempt to punish
labor for industry's transgressions; it is a
blow at the liberties of all fiee Ameri-
cans. The evils of the bill may be sum-
marized as follows:

First. For a period of 35 days—5 days
prior to the assumption of the board of
jurisdiction and 30 days thereafter—a
strike by a labor organization is con-
demned as an illegal act. A strike is out-
lawed for the period no matter how jus-
tified its cause, how vicious the employer
provocations, how peacefully it is con-
ducted. The requirement that the con-
troversy substantially affect the public
interest is so broad—it is not made sub-
ject to judicial review—as to insure that
the board will take jurisdiction over
every strike of any proportions.

The bill piously protests that the
“proeesses of collective bargaining must
be protected and strengthened.” Nothing
could weaken collective bargaining more
completely than the withdrawal from a
labor organization of the opportunity to
exercise the right to strike at a time when
it deems it essential. The bill irrespon-
sibly eliminates a vital inducement to
the settlement of industrial disputes,
namely, the possibility of a resort to a
refusal to work. Why should an em-
ployer settle a controversy if the union
is impotent? When a union is compelled
to refrain from striking for a period as
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long as 35 days, the right to strike be-
comes merely an empty right.

Second. The right to strike is not
merely the most important asset of a
labor organization, it is a vital asset of
a democracy. The Nazis eliminated the
right to strike and substituted for it in-
dustrial serfdom. This bill takes the
same repressive road.

Third. The bill does not merely pro-
hibit striking for a long period of time
but it authorizes the Board to require
any person, whether or not a party to a
labor dispute, to refrain from assisting a
strike during this period. This would
condemn such constitutionally protected
conduct as picketing, speaking over the
radio in support of a strike, or any com-
munity activity in sympathy with strik-
ers. Such broadside prohibitions make a
mockery of democratic liberty and refiect
the feudal thinking of a day when every
form of concerted labor conduct was con-
demned as 8 conspiracy.

Fourth. The bill strikes a blow at the
right to picket not merely during the 35-
day ceoling-off period but at all times.
‘This is done under the guise of making it
unlawful “by the use of force or threats
of force” to prevent or attempt to prevent
any person from quitting or remaining in
employment, from accepting or refusing
employment or from entering or leaving
any place of employment.

This dragnet provision is little more
than an attempt to subject to the preocess
of injunction virtually every form of
concerted activity traditionally engaged
in by members of labor organizations to
gain the support of their fellow em-
ployees.

Attorneys familiar with the decisions
of the courts on questions of picketing
will recall that there are courts which
have held that picketing, however peace-
fully conducted, is by its very nature an
attempt to exercise force. It is on this
basis that many courts have in years past
granted sweeping injunctions against
concededly peaceful labor activity.

Attorneys familiar with the decisions
of the courts on charges of “violence” in
labor relations can tell of the implica-
tions to labor in a statute worded as is
the Case bill. There are courts which, in
injunction cases and in disorderly con-
duct cases, have held name calling or use
of such terms as “scab” to constitute
“force” or “violence.”

This bill invites the Federal courts to
enjoin the legitimate acts of labor organ-
izations, and it also invites employers to
discriminate against employees for pick-
eting by removing from these employees
the protections of the National Labor
Relations Act. A more perfect union-
busting provision could scarcely be
devised.

Fifth. The bill reintroduces into the
law the notorious antilabor injunction.
In condemning strikes during the pre-
scribed cooling-off peried, and picketing
and boycotts at all times, the bill author-
izes the use of injunctions, ousted from
the law by the Norris-LaGuardia Act
only after years of bitter struggle, The
bill thus makes of the Federal courts an
instrument for the permanent repression
of organized labor. Sweeping injunc-
tions are made possible with all their
attendant evils of repression and lack of
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fair hearings. This feature of the bill
alone exposes lts completely antilabor
bias, its contemptuous disregard of the
rights of labor.

Sixth., The bill strips from thousands
of American employees the protections
of the Wagner Act and thus creates an
atmosphere which will promote anti-
union discrimination against all em-
ployees and resort to strikes.

The bill denies to supervisory employ-
ees and fo other extremely broad classes
of clerical employees the protections of
the Wagner Act. This means that (a) an
employer is free to discharge these em-
ployees for their union activity and to
destroy their labor organizations with
complete immunity, and (b) since these
employees' labor organizations will be
powerless to obtain recognition through
the Wagner Act, they will be compelled to
strike for that purpose.

During the period which the National
Labor Relations Board administratively
denied protection to supervisors, a series
of strikes by these employees for recog-
nition rocked the country. The denial
in this bill of Wagner Act protections not
only to supervisors but to thousands of
clerical employees who desperately need
these protections is a new guaranty of
further sirikes. Moreover, since the bill
permits an employer to discriminate
against certain of his employees for un-
ion membership and activity, it enables
him by such diserimination to intimidate
the remainder of his employees and to
crush thelr labor organization as well.

Seventh. The bill is sharply one-sided
and is directed exclusively against labor
organization. Any realistic study of the
bill will show that from the initial pro-
hibition on the exercise of the right to
strike to its final condemnation of boy-
cotts it is wholly and completely directed
against labor organization. Indeed,
there is some window dressing to create
a pretense of even-handedness but the
entire thrust of the bill is against labor.

Thus, while the bill purports to deal
with force and violence in labor disputes,
it punishes only the assumed transgres-
sions of labor organizations. Not a word
is said in condemnation of employer-in-
stigated and provoked violence for the
purpose of breaking a strike. An elo-
quent silence is preserved about such
matfers as the use of armed strike-
breakers, attacks upon strikers with
weapons supplied by employers, such as
tear gas, the bribery and subsidization
of police officials to break strikes, or the
other weapons of force, terror, and fraud,
fully described in the LaFollette commit-
tee report, the use of which is common-
place today and constitutes a national
scandal.

Similarly, the eagerness of the bill to
prohibit and limit the concerted activities
of labor organizations with respect to
boycotts and picketing contrasts sharply
with its silence concerning concerted em-
ployer activities. For example, the bill
makes no proposals to check or enjoin the
current conspiracy of American indus-
trialists to defy the Wagner Act—a fieid
in which the bill could make a vital con-
tribution since the Wagner Act does not
apply to conspiracies. 'The bill has noth-
ing to say about the notorious Mohawk
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Velley formula or other conspiratorial
and collusive strike-breaking devices.

Also, the bill cxposes labor organiza-
tions to the completely novel sanction of
Federal lawsuits for contract breach.
Through this device union treasuries can
be milked dry by employers who provoke
such breaches and union members and
their children placed in permanent eco-
neomic servitude to such employers. By
way of contrast, the bill does absolutely
nothing about the widespread flouting ot
War Labor Board directives by employers
which has resulted in the denial to
American workers of more than $20,000,-
000 in back pay alone.

Eighth. The bill invites repression of
labor by providing new punishments for
conduct which is already subject to ade-
quate restraint.

The bill's concern with supposed force
and violence in picketing exposes its
antilabor purpose. In the first place, in
cases of true violence the Norris-
LaGuardia Act now permits the issuance
of injunctions. In the second place,
there is no further need for Federal
action in this field since the local courts
and authorities are perfectly capable of
restraining abuses on the picket line and,
in fact, do so every day. Finally, there
is no need to authorize the denial of re-
instatement and back pay to a striker
engaged in violence. The National
Labor Relations Board does that under
the Wagner Act. What this bill pro-
poses is to make a picket-line scufflz or
name calling an effective pretext for
employer reprisal by denying the em-
ployee involved reinstatement and back
pay.

This entire bill is ill-conceived and
prejudiced.

Finally, Mr. Chairman, the introduc-
tion of this act at this time without prior
consideration or study by the appropriate
committee of the House, the House Com-
mittee on Labor, constitutes in my mind
an act which jeopardizes labor peace on
all fronts and at the very time when the
counfry is just on the point that we are
going to bring about a rapprochement
between management and labor, at the
very time when we are seeing a solution
of the controversial labor questions, The
intrcduction of this bill and the favor-
able consideration of the rule permitting
it by the House in my judgment menaces
the very peace and security of America
and represents a blow directed at the re-
conversion program foward which all
people have been looking with hopeful
eyes.

I hope and pray that the Case amend-
ment or substitute for the bill reported
by the House Labor Committee will be
cecisively voted down.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Washington has expired.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Chairman, I
move that the Committee do now rise,

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. Mrs]
having assumed the chair, Mr. Jarman,
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union, re-
ported that that Committee, having had
under consideration the hill (H. R. 4308)
to provide for the appointment of fact-
finding boards to investigate labor dis-
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putes seriously affecting the national

public interest, and for other purposes,

had come to no resolution thereon,
EXTENSION.OF REMARKS

Mr. HOOK asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp in two instances,
in one to include two articles, one by Mr.
Edison, distinguished correspondent of
the NEA, and one by Mr. Thomas L.
Stokes, and in the other to include a
statement made by a number of Mem-
bers of Congress. -

Mr. MARCANTONIO asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
in the Recorp and include an article
written by Mr, Thomas L. Stokes appear-
ing in today's Washington News, en-
titled “A Case in Point.” .

Mr. ROWAN asked and was given per-

mission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp and include an
editorial.

Mrs. LUCE (at the request of Mr. Magr-
TN of Massachusetts) was given per-
mission to extend her remarks in the
Recorp in two instances.

HOUR OF MEETING TOMORROW

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the House
adjourns tonight it adjourn to recon-
vene tomorrow at 11 o'clock a. m.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from West Virginia?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
special order heretofore agreed to, the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Was-
IELEWSKI] is recognized for 30 minutes.

THE ONE HUNDREDTH ANNIVERSARY OF
THE FOUNDING OF THE CITY OF MIL-
WAUEEE

Mr. WASIELEWSKI. Mr. Speaker,
today, January 31, marks the one hun-
dredth birthday of the great city of Mil-
waukee. Milwaukee, located in the
southeastern part of Wisconsin, is the
largest city in the State; it covers an area
of approximately 44 square miles along
the crescent curve of a bay on Lake Mich-
igan's western shore. The Milwaukee
harbor is considered the most beautiful
on the Great Lakes and has often been
called the Naples of America. We have
an outer basin protected by Government
breakwater, an outer harbor, a river en-
trance channel protected by piers, and an
inner commercial harbor formed by the
Milwaukee, Menominee, and Kinniekin-
nic Rivers. Toward the east, Milwaukee
looks upon a marine landscape animated
by freighters, car ferries, excursion
steamers, and the white flecks of yacht
and sailboat. Westward, highways lead
past wooded farmlands fo dozens of in-
land lakes. There are 106 inland lakes
within an hout’s drive of the city, where
many residents of even moderate means
have summer cottages. Milwaukee is the
gateway to one of the greatest recrea-
tional areas in the world.

Beautiful parks and parkways border
almost all of Lake Michigan, with 6 miles
of shore drive and acres of scenic wood-
land and ravines. Washington Park is
the home of the Blatz Temple of Music
where Milwaukee's summer music pro-
gram, Music Under the Stars, is held.
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Outstanding opera and radio artists per-
form every year at Milwaukee's Wash-
ington and Humboldt Farks. The cit-
izens' love for fine music is attested to by
the capacity crowds.

This week Milwaukee is being honored
by a series of national radio shows with
famous stars of screen, stage, and radio
paying tribute to the city on iis one hun-
dredth birthday. A specizal radio show
earlier in the week over the ABC network
included such famous Milwaukeeans as
Dennis Morgan, Pat O'Brien, Jack Car-
son, Hildegarde, and Wocdy Herman.
Spencer Tracy, another former Mil-
waulkeean, read a message from Gen.
Douglas MacArthur, cur No. 1 soldier.
General MacArthur maintains his legal
residence in Milwaukee, having received
his appointment to West Point from the
congressional district I have the honor
to represent.

The Milwaukee Centurama during
1945 will include many events. The
highlight of the year will be a 31-day
exposition at the beautiful lake front to
begin on July 12. It is hoped that Presi-
dent Truman may be able to break away
from his arduous tasks to visit Milwau-
kee during the exposition, and I have re-
cently tendered an invitation to the
President in behalf of Mayor John Bohn,
of Milwaukee.

Now for a few historical faects about
our city. The name “Milwaukee” means
beautiful or pleasant lands. The name
was spelled in various ways, Mahn-a-
waukie, Milwarck, Milwaucki. Then
came the whife man’s modification in
the spelling and for many years the
printed records gave the name as Mil-
waukie. Then one fine day early in the
last century a newspaper editor calmly
changed the name to Milwaukee and so
it has remained.

The site which was destined to become
the future location of a great city was
originally selected by an Indian. The
spot was chosen because the surround-
ings served Lis convenience; the white
man, too, saw a geographic location which
was well suited for commercial and in-
dustrial pursuits. The first of the great
explorers to visit the spot now known
as Milwaukee was Father Pere Mar-
quette, whu stopped here on October 26,
1674, on his way to Green Bay from Chi-
cago. The first trader who came with
the intention of remaining was Alex-
ander Lafrombois who came from Macki-
naw in 1785. Six years later he was
killed by a band of hostile Winnebagoes,
and the Indian village was without a
trader for the 4 years following. In
1795, Jacques Vieaux and John Baptiste
Mirandeau came from Green Bay.
They were not permanent residents but
commuted between Green Bay and Mil-
waukee, spending the summers in Green
Bay and the winters in Milwaukee.
Solomon Juneau, a French-Canadian,
became the city’s first permanent white
settler in September of 1818,

While the first explorers, missionaries,
and traders were Frenchmen from Can-
ada, the white men who followed came
predominantly from the New England
States and New York. They were young
men who.were seeking their fortune in
the West. They laid the foundations for
the business enterprises. They estab-
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lished the banks, insurance companies,
the commercial enterprises. The indus-
trial undertakings had their inception
mainly with the German immigration
which brought the skilled artisans and
mechanics. They established the tan-
neries, machine shops, breweries, shoe
factories, and so forth. Many of the
names prominent in the early commer-
cial life are still prominent in Milwaukee
todey—Plankinton, Layton, Bradley,
Allis. Toward the last half of the nine-
teenth century the Anglo-American
names were superseded by German and
Irish and other nationalities,

Solomon Juneau, a fur trader orig-
inally, established Milwaukee as a fur-
trading post. A few days ago, almost
100 years after the city was founded,
Milwaukee resumed its position as one of
the leading fur-trading centers in the
country. It is expected that a total of
$13,000,000 worth of furs will be offercd
for sale this year in Milwaukee.

The city of Milwaukee actually had
three founding fathers. Solomon
Juneau, the French-Canadian who
founded Juneau Town; Byron Kilbourn
who came from Connecticut and hecame
the founder of the west side, and Colonel
Walker, a Virginian, who established a
community on the south side known as
Walker's Point. There was heated and
often bitter rivalry between the residents
of these communities in the early days.
Byron EKilbcurn became envious of the
success of Solomon Juneau on the east
side of the river and to spite him platted
the streets on the west side in such a
manner that the streets running toward
the river did not join with those on the
cast side. He could not have been a very
far-zighted man for he believed that
Kilbourn Town and Juneau’s Side would
remain separate villages for all time.
We are reminded of this old feud to this
day by the crook in the streets as they
approach the bridges across the Mil-
waukee River.

On January 31, 1848, the Wisconsin
Territorial Legislature granted a charter
whereby the three towns were incorpo-
rated as the city of Milwaukee, and Solo-
mon Juneau was elected the first mayor.
His inaugural address is significant in
that it demonsirates a thorough grasp
of the problem confronting the brand
new city. Solomon Juneau poinied ouf
the necessity of placing the municipality
upon a sound financial basis. Today
Milwaukee is the only major city in the
United States that is debt-free. He
pointed out the necessity of rendering
the city readily sccessible by water
through an efficient harbor in the in-
terest of commerce and trade, promot-
ing the health of the community, af-
fording relief to the destitute, strength-
ening the fire protection for life and
property, and suppressing of evil gam-
bling. Milwaukee’s reputation for good
government, efficient fire and police pro-
tection, low crime rate, great safety and
health record and wonderful school
system 1is internationally recognized.
Equally legitimate is the claim that in
an econemic, sceial, and civic sense, Mil-
waulkee takes a proud place among her
sister cities. We rank second among the
13 lezd ng cities in per capita high-school
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attendance, and we have the largest vo-
cational school in the country, with a
peak enrollment during the war of 35,-
000. Milwaukee has attracted the atten-
tion of municipalities all over the world
because of its fine sewage-disposal plant
and water-purification system. The
sewage-disposal plant is near the harbor
entrance on land recovered from Lake
Michigan. The model $4,600,000 water-
purification plant is.on the shores of
Lake Michigan, with a capacity of 200,-
000,000 gallons a day. Thus, in keeping
with Juneau’s counsel, every precaution
is taken to safeguard the health of the
people of Milwaukee.

We note that at its very inception the
city of Milwaukee set up for itself a goal
to become an ccean port. The comple-
tion of the St. Lawrence seaway will as-
sure the realization of that goal. The
shore lines of Lake Michigan, as well as
that of the other Great Lakes, are blessed
with many efficient lake harbors which
are contributing so vastly to the splen-
did commerce now carried on these in-
land seas. The completion of the sea-
way will connect these inland oceans
with the Atlantic and make possible the
transformation of the harbors of Mil-
waukee, as well as other cities, into occean
ports.

No harbor along the shores of Lake
Michizan is better equipped or carries a
larzer water-borne tonnage than does
Milwaukee. The prospect of bringing
America’s Midwest a thousand miles
nearer the high seas and the products
of the factory and farm an equal dis-
tance nzarer the markets of the world
excites the imagination. It opens up a
new frontier in America, the doorway to
the creation of many new industries and
Jjobs and a definite outlet for the produce
of the tillers of the soil in the Midwest
and Rocky Mountain regions.

The 3t. Lawrence seaway will not
compete with existing transportation

systems in America to any appreciable”

degree. It will, instead, open the way o
new commerce and intercourse with the
world that cannot now be realized be-
cause of its present fenced-in position.
With our great preductive capacity there
should be no concern or fear in the fu-
ture that the farmers' prices will be

‘hammered down because of surpluses or

bumper crops. The completion of the
St. Lawrence seaway will open an ave-
nue to better living for America as well
as in our sister nations of the world and
Milwaukee shall play an important role
in that development.

Milwaukee is the thirteenth largest
city in the Nation, the tenth in industry,
and the eighth in conventions. In 1544
we hit a peak of manufacturing produc-
tion with $1,740,000,000 worth of prod-
ucts. Of course, a great share of this
was war production. In 1945, with the
cut-backs after VJ-day, our estimated
production was $1,480,000,000, The
character of the people who settled in
Milwaukee is, to a great extent, respon-
sible for the fine record of industrial
progress. 'The young New Englanders

‘who came to seek their fortune had the

commercial spirit, but the foreign im-
migrants were the ones who were indus-
trially minded. Many of the great in-
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dustries can trace their origin to some
artisan- or mechanic who learned his
trade in the Old World. With the pass-
ing of time his small shop grew into a
factory, more and more men were em-
ployed until a full-grown plant was in
operation. Then came the genius of in-
vention when the machine augmented
hand labor. A succeeding generation in-
troduced mass production and well-
planned methods of distribution.

A city of modest middle western peo-
ple who enjoy a full cultural life,
Milwaukee is known the world over for its
many products and diversification of in-
dustry: Referred to as the machine
shop of America, this community of
second and third generation skilled
artisans and mechanics. turned out
enormous quantities of war material.

Milwaukee’s principal industrial pro-
duction includes metal products; motor
vehicle bodies, parts, and accessories;
machinery; tractors; food products:
mezat packing; leather and leather prod-
ucts; malt liquors; electrical machinery
and apparatus; printing and publishing:
chemicals, paints, and varnishes; and
textile-mill products.

Milwaukee normally leads the world in
the manufacture of silk hosiery, automo-
bile frames, heavy pumping machinery,
large gas engines, heavy Iubricating
equipment, power shovels, dredges, saw-
mill and cement machinery, electrical
control apparatus, rock crushers and
wheelbarrows, hydroelectric units, and
light woodworking machinery.

Prior to the war, the Milwaukee indus-
trial area employed more persons in the
manufacture of automobiles and automo-
bile parts than any other city in the
United States with the single eXception
of Daztroit. It is the largest center for
veal packing in the Nation. It consumes
more steel than any other industrial area
in the country.

Milwaukee is the home of four of the
seven largest breweries in America. Our
apprentice program and the on-the-job
training has enabled us to maintain a
high volume of sound, stable, skilled
workmen and women. They have made
a great contribution to our fotal war
production program. The many prod-
ucts of Milwaukee's industry helped to
win our total victory and they will help
prepare the world for better living.

The success of Milwaukee is not due te
its geographical location or because of
the presence of any unusual natural re-
sources; rather it is due to the character
of its people, for though they may have
come from many parts of the world, they
are thoroughly American. Their ecivie
pride and interest in cultural and edu-
cational fields have made them a very
orderly, law-abiding, and peace-loving
people. This is particularly apparent
when one takes into account that 50.8
percent of the Milwaukeeans own the
homes in which they are living., Mil-
waukee did not enjoy a mushroom
growth, but a steady and gradual one,
and as a result its people have become
firmly and deeply rooted. The city to-
day enjoys the highest percentage of
American-born population of any city
its size, to wit, 85.7 percent. Besides
having one of the best school systems
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in the country, it is recognized as a medi-
cal center, with many outstanding
physicians and surgeons and fine hos-
pitals and sanitaria. In addition to its
public, parochial, and private schools,
Milwaukee is the home of seven colleges,
including two female and two theo-
logical seminaries,

Milwaukee has led the field in its con-
tribution to the defense of our country.
During the Civil War, with a population
of 45,206, Milwaukee sent more than
5,000 soldiers to fizht the Union cause
and of that number about 1,000 were
either killed or wounded. Again, in the
Spanish-American War Milwaukee was
well represented by her sons. During the
First World War the city responded with
money, machinery, and men, and was the
first large city in the country to report a
complete military registration on June 5.
Milwaukee has more than 13,000 volun-
teers in service. In World War II,
Miiwaukee senf more than 86,000 men
and women info service, and we are very
proud of the fact that our city is the
home of Gen. Douglas MacArthur,
Among the men who gave their lives in
the recently concluded conflict was our
young mayor, Carl Zeidler, who resigned
his position as mayor to answer the call
to the colors and volunteered for serv-
ice in the Navy. He was a member of the
armed guard and in command of a gun
crew on a small ship which was lost
somewhere in the South Atlantic more
than 2 years ago. No trace of the ship
or its crew has ever been found. Carl
Zeidler was but one of the many fine
young men who made the supreme sac-
rifice.

Milwaukee had no strike or industrial
disturbance to interfere with war pro-
duction. Labor and management worked
side by side with a commendable spirit
of cooperation and produced the mate-
rials of war at superhuman speed and
eficlency. A very enviable record was
established when Milwaukee led the
Nation in every war bond drive. That
Milwaukeeans are community and civic
minded is further attested to by the
fact that every year the community
chest is oversubscribed in short order.

The Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce
was instrumental in establishing the
first veterans’ research section for em-
ployers, and the Milwaukee Institute on
Veterans' Reemployment and Rehabili-
tation, sponsored by this division, was
the first of its kind in the Nation. Proof
of the fact that Milwaukee did an ex-
cellent job of planning lies in the fact
that as of today we have no problem
of unemployment.

Early Milwaukee was blessed with al-
most every nationality—Indian, French-
Canadian, Anglo-Americans, Irish, Eng-
lish, Scotch, Welsh, French, German,
Swiss, Dufch, and Scandinavian. Dur-
ing the late forties the Germans began
to outnumber all others, and the Poles
began to arrive in 1855, but most of
them came in the early seventies. Since
then the population has taken on a
decidedly cosmopolitan aspect, and over
30 nationalities are now represented.
The 1943 census estimated the popula-
tion of Milwaukee at 618,000, and the
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predominating national origins are Ger-
man and Polish.

Milwaukee has established a record of
true progress during the first century
of its history. It has demonstrated that
its people are soundly rooted, depend-
able, civiec minded, and appreciative of
the finer things in life. It has skilled
artisans and mechanics, the citizens are
conscientious, thrifty, and industrious.
With this foundation Milwaukee has
every reason to be confident that the
future for it is bright. With the com-
pletion of the Si. Lawrence seaway its
growth and development should be with-

+ out bounds. Milwaukee's achievement

is truly representative of progressive
America. .

I would like to take this opportunity
to invite all my colleagues to visit Mil-
waukee during the Centurama Exposi-
tion to be held next summer.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
previous special order, heretofore agreed
to, the gentleman from New York [Mr.
TavLorl| is recognized for 5 minutes.

NATIONAL EXPENDITURES

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, a great
deal has been said of late in this House
about the necessity for economy in the
various departments of Government. It
is high time, in view of the national debt
which at the present moment has inden-
tured every citizen and ha. placed upon
him the obligation to labor until he has
paid as his share of that debt the sum of
$2.000.

The House last week spent long hours
in a desperate attempt to pass legisla-
tion that would reduce, rather than in-
crease, our national expenditures. To
me the attitude of the House in attempi-
ing to make departments of our Govern-
ment economize by cutting departmental
appropriations is inconsistent, since the
House takes no steps to prevent these
same departments of the Government

" from giving away ass3ts which belong to

all of the people of this country. There
seems to be no cohesion of thought or
action between those who are attempting
to save the taxpayers' money, and those
whose duty it is to dispose of the Gov-
ernment’s assets.

A few days ago my friend and colleague
the gentleman from New York [Mr.
LatHAaM] told this House about the dump-
ing of thousands of dollars’ worth of
trucks and equipment into the Pacific
Ocean. You were appalled, and prob-
ably angered to learn that the Govern-
ment had adopted such ruthless prac-
tices, particularly when there is such a
demand for trucks and equipment. In
your own back yard, so to speak, is a sit-
uation which is to me equally appalling.

In a place distant only 500 miles from
Washington, the Government is about to
dump what $27,000,000 has created into
the auctioneer’s lap. I speak of the bar-
racks at Plattsburg, N. ¥. You who
know the glorious past of Plattsburg as
written in the history of World Wars 1
and II, will sustain me when I say that
not only would it be a disgrace to demol-

ish or dispose of that post, but also it

would be an asinine thing to do, particu-
larly when there is no precent pressing
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need for such action. The situation cre-
ated by the relegating of this post to
the Surplus Property Administration is
identical with the situation which arose
after World War I. Had it not been for
the fact that someone with foresight
concluded after that war that there
might be a necessity in the future for
military installations, Plattsburg would
not have been intact for World War II.
There were then people who said there
would never be another war. We who
have seen two wars are not so naive as
to believe that there may never be an-
other, as much as we work and pray for
permanent peace. Residents of the
Plattsburg community who are aware of
the past, have raised their hands in hor-
ror when informed that disposal of the
post may eventually take place. News-
paper editorials intimated that Members
of Congress were lax in not finding
means to prevent the dispesal of a plant
which they know has contributed so
much to achieve victory in the last two
World Wars. I can well appreciate the
surprise ard chagrin of the people of
Plattsbure, since they and I were assured
that the Army Air Forces would continue
to occupy the plant with increased per-
sonnel.

There is a present need for Plattsburg
Barracks. As you well know, every col-
lege and university in the United States
today is overcrowded because of the fact
that the colleges and universities were
unprepared to accommodate more than
the normal student quotas. They have
been trying to sandwich in as many re-
turned veterans as possible, without
much success. In one college, for in-
stance, located not far from Plattsburg,
there is an overflow of some 300 veterans
who are anxious to complete their col-
lege courses. If every university and col-
lege in the United States has an overflow
of comparable size, it becomes a duty for
Congress to establish veterans' universi-
ties to provide for the education of our
veterans as guaranteed under the GI bill
of rights.

We owe the veteran the duty, and we
owe it to the future of America, to see to
it that he has the opportunity to pursue
higher education. :

Under a bill which I have introduced,
it is contemplated that any veteran who
has been honorably discharged, and has
completed a high-school course or its
equivalent, could matriculate, and im-
mediately pursue a course of study and
be graduated with a recognized degree.
Upon matriculation a veteran would
waive the educational allotments pro-
vided for him in the GI bill of rights.
The university would be established on
the highest educational plane, and would
provide courses of instruction recom-
mended and approved by the New York
State Board of Education. Supervision
of educational methods and maintenance
of standards of education would also be
undertaken by that board operafing in
conjunction with a board of control also
provided for in the bill. Graduates
would receive degrees after successfully
compieting the courses prescribed by the
board for such degrees. Maintenance of
teaching personnel and necessary em-
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ployees would be made by Government
allotment, as would all other operational
costs, The cost to the Government
would be negligible.

The creation of such a university is hy
no means a novel idea. States and sub-
divisions of States have successfully
operated schools. The Government of
of the United States now operates the
United States Military Academy, the
United States Naval Academy, and the
United States Merchant Marine Acad-
emy. An urgent need exists for the edu-
cation of every veteran who wishes to
study, and that need cannot now be met
unless we act to create an institution of
learning for him. The solution lies in
the passage of my bill to creale such an
institution.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of
absence was granted to Mr. CLEMENTS
(at the request of Mr. Bates of Ken-
tucky), indefinitely, on account of ill-
ness in family.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. WASIELEWSEKI. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly,
under its previous order, the House (at
5 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) ad-
journed umntil tomorrow, Friday, Febru-
ary 1, 1946, at 11 o'clock a. m,

COMMITTEE HEARINGS

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND JFOREIGN
COMMERCE

There will be a meeting of the Secu-
rities Subcommittee of the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce at
10:30 a. m. on Friday, February 1, 1946,
to continue hearings in its study of op-
erations pursuant to the Public Utility
Holding Company Act of 1935, in room
1304, House Office Building.

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY
There will be a meeting of the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency at 10:30
a. m. on Friday, February 1, 1946, on
continuation of housing.
COMMITTEE ON THE CENSUS

The Committee on the Census will hold
hearings on H. R. 4781, on Friday morn-
ing, February 1, at 10 a. m. in room 1012,

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

The Special Subcommittee on Bank-
ruptecy and Reorganization of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary will hold a hear-
ing on Monday, February 4, 1946, on the
bill (H. R. 5023) to amend an act en-
titled “An act to establish a uniform
system of bankruptey throughout the
United States,” approved July 1, 1898,
and acts amendatory thereof and sup-
plementary thereto. The hearing will
begin at 10 a, m., and will be held in
the Judiciary Committee room, 346
House Office Building.

Subcommittee No. 1 of the Committee
on the Judiciary will hold a hearing on
Wednesday, February 6, 1946, on the bill
(H, R. 5089) to amend the First War
Powers Act, 1941. The hearing will be-
gin at 10 a. m., and will be held in the
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Judiciary Committee room, 346 Eouse
Office Building.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATICNS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker's table and referred as follows:

1001. A letter from the president, the
Chesapeake & Potomac Telephone Co., trans-
mitting a comparative general balance sheet
of the Chesapeake & Potomac Telephone Co.
for the year 1945; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

1002. A letter from the Administrator, Sur-
plus Property Administration, transmitting
the progress report for the third quarter of
1845; to the Committee on Expenditures in
the Executive Departments.

1003. A letter from the Administrator, Sur-
plus Property Administration, transmitting
the fourth quarterly progress report of the
Burplus Property Administration; to the
Committee on Expenditures in the Executive
Departments,

1004, A letter from the vice president and
general manager, Potomac Electric Power Co.,
transmitting a report of the Potomac Electric
Power Co. for the year ended December 31,
1945; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

1005. A letter from the Director, Office of
Contract Settlement, transmitting the sixth
quarterly report of the Office of Contract
Bzttlement; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

1006. A communication from the President
of the United Etates, transmitting supple-
mental estimates of appropriation for the fis-
cal year 1946 in the amount of $17,790,000
for the Treasury Department (H. Doc. No.
433); to the Committee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed.

1007. A communication from the Presi-
dent of the United States, transmitting a
supplemental estimate of appropriation for
the fiscal year 1946 in the amount of 85,000
for the Tariff Commission (H. Doc. No. 434);
to the Committee on Appropriations and or-
dered to be printed.

1008. A communication from the Presi-
dent of the United States, transmitting a sup-
plemental estimate of appropriation for the
fiscal year 1946 in the amount of £194,000
for the Civill Service Commission (H. Doec.
No. 435); to the Committee cn Appropria-
tions and ordered to be printed.

1009. A communieation from the President
of the United States, transmitting supple-
mental estimates of appropriations for the fis-
cal year 1946 in the amount of $16,652,5600 for
the Federal Security Agency (H. Doc. No.
436); to the Committee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed.

1010. A communication from the President
of the United States, fransmitting supple-
mental estimates of appropriation for the
fiscal year 1946, amounting to $409,5634,576
(H. Doc. No. 437); to the Committec on Ap-
propriations and ordered to be printed.

1011. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmifting supple-
mental estimates of appropriation for the
fiscal years 1945 and 1946 in the amount of
£1,314,039.63, together with a draft of a pro-
posed provision pertaining to an existing ap-
propriation, and proposed authorization for
the expenditure of Indian tribal funds, for
the Department of the Interior (H. Doc. No.
438); to the Committee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed.

1012, A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting supple=-
mental estimates of appropriation for the
fiscal year 1946 in the amount of $5,365,000
for the Department of Agriculture, together
with an authorization to borrow an addi-
tional sum of $100,000,000 from the Recon=-
struction Finance Corporation (H. Doc. No.
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439); to the Committee on Appropriations
and ord=red to be printed.

1013. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting supple-
mental estimates of appropriation for the
fiscal year 1947 in the amount of §1,282,000,
together with a draft of a proposed provision,
for the Depariment of Commerce, in the
form of amendments to the Budget for said
fiscal year (H. Doc. No, 440); to the Commit-
tee on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed.

1014. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting deficiency
estimates of appropriation for the fiscal year
1845 and prior years in the sum of §71,761.69,
and supplemental estimates of appropriation
for the fiscal year 1846 in the sum of §446,300,
amounting in all to §518,061.59, for the De-
partment of Justice (H. Doc. No. 441); to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to
be printed.

1015 A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a supple-
mental estimate of appropriation for the fis-
cal year 1946 in the amount of $200,000 for
the Office of War Mobilization and Reconver-
sion (H. Doc. No. 442); to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

1016. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a supple-
mental estimate of appropriation for the fis-
cal year 1946 in the amount of 1,700,000 for
the Civilian Production Administration (H.
Doe. No. 443), to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

1017. A communication from the President
of the Uniteq States, transmitting a supple-
mental estimate of appropriation for the fis-
cal year 1946 in the amount of §1,854,000 for
the Office of Price Administration (H. Doe.
No. 444); to the Committee on Appropria-
tions and ordered to be printed.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

Under clause 2 of rule XXII, the Com-
mittee on Pensions was discharged from
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5260)
granting a pension to Charles E. Carlo-~
vitz, and the same was referred to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. DOYLE:

H, 7. 5308. A blll to impose tax on angora
rabbit wool and yarn imported into the
United States; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. BELL:

H.R.5309. A bill relating to the audit of
accounts of Puerto Rico and its agencies and
corporations; to the Committee on Insular
Affalrs.

By Mr. GREEN:

H.R. 5310, A Dbill to repeal the unused
eXcess profits credit carry-back from taxable
years beginning after December 31, 1945; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

y Mr. HENRY:

H.R.5311. A bill to amend Revised Stat-
utes 4921 (U. 8. C. A,, title 35, patents, sec.
70), providing that damages be ascertained
on the basis of compensation for infringe-
ment; to the Committee on Patents,

By Mrs, LUCE:

H.R.5312. A bill providing for the elimi-
nation of unfair wage practices by establish-
ing a principle of equal pay for equal work
without respect of the sex or color of the
worker; to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr, TAYLOR:

H.R.5313. A bill to establish the Veterans

University of Plattsburg, N. Y, provide a
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board of control therefor, and make an appro-
priation for its establishment and mainte-
nance; to the Committee on World War Vet~
erans’ Legislation.

By Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana:

H.R.5314. A bill to provide for an appro-
priation of $150,000 with which to continue
the survey of the old Indian trail known as
the Natchez Trace through Louisiana and
‘Texas, with a view of constructing a national
road on this route to be known as the Naichez
Trace Parkway; to the Committee on Roads.

By Mr. BIEMILLER:

H.R.5315. A bill to make imported beer
and other similar imported fermented liguors
subject to the internal-revenue tax on fer-
mented liguors; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan:

H. R.5316. A bill to repeal the law permit-
ting vessels of Canadian registry to transport
iron ere between United States ports on the
Great Lakes; to the Committee on the Mer-
chant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. NORRELL:

H.R.5317. A bill to amend the act estab-
lishing the Hot Springs National Park; to
the Commitiee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. PACE:

H.R.5318. A bill to amend the act ap-
proved June 16, 1942, entitled “An act to
readjust the pay and allowances of personnel
of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, Coast
Guard, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and Pub-
lic Health Service,” and for other purposes;
to the Commititee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin:

H. R.5319. A bill to authorize a prelimi-
nary examination and survey of Pecatonica
River, Wis. and Ill.,, for flood control, for
run-off and water-flow retardation, and for
soil-erosion prevention; to the Committee
on Flood Control.

By Mr. HOFFMAN:

H.R.5320. A bill to diminish the causes
of labor disputes burdening or obstructing
interstate and foreign commerce, to diminish
unemployment, to establish a national policy
for assuring continuing employment In a
free, competitive economy, and to protect
the right to work; to the Comimittee on
Labor. _

By Mr. ENUTSON:

H. J.Res. 312, Joint resolution for the ap-
pointment of a joint committee to investi-
gate conditions in Germany; to the Com-
mittee on Rules.

By Mr. VUREELL:

H.J. Res, 313, Joint resolution for the ap-
pointment of a joint committee to investi-
gate conditions in Germany; to the Com-
mittee on Rules.

By Mr. MASON:

H.Con. Res. 125, Concusrent resolution for
the appointment of a jolnt committee to
investignte conditions in Germany; to the
Committee on Rules,

By Mr. LANHAM:

H. Res. 503. Resolution to amend para-
graph 2 of rule XXI of the Rules of the
House of Representatives; to the Committee
on Rules,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally réferred as follows:

By Mr. BARRY:

H. R.5321. A bill for the relief of Francesco
Antonio Pataca; to the Committee on Immi-
gration and Naturalization.

By Mr. GREEN:

H. R.5322. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Mary

Wadlow; to the Committee on Pensions.
By Mr. HAYS:

H.R.5323. A bill for the relief of Desmark

Wright; to the Comimittee on Claims,
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By Mr. KOPPLEMANN:

H.R. 5324, A bill for the relief of Mrs. Mary
Francoline and Mrs. Rose Wallace; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. REECE of Tennessee:

H.R.5325. A bill granting a pension to
Oscar O. Cox; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. WIGGLESWORTH:

H.R.£326. A bill for the relief of Mr, and
Mrs. George W. Wade; to the Committee on
Claims.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

1508. By Mr. FORAND: Joint resolution
of the General Assembly of the State of
Rhode Island and Providence Plantations,
requesting the Senators and Representatives
from Rhode Island in the Congress of the
United States to work for an amendment to
the GI Bill of Rights Act in order that men
in the armed services who are hospitalized
may have the same right as honorably dis-
charged veterans to purchase Federal surplus
property; to the Commitiee on World War
Veterans’' Legislation.

1509. By Mr. GOODWIN: resolution of the
Board of Aldermen of the City of Somer-
ville, Mass., regarding a Federal cash bonus
for veterans of World War II; to the Com-
mittee on World War Veterans' Legislation.

1510. By Mrs, SMITH of Maine: Petition
signed by Mrs. Nellie G. S8aunders, of Rock-
land, Maine, and other citizens of surround-
ing towns, asking that the Townsend plan get
a quick and complete hearing; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

1511 By the SPEAEKER: Petition of the

istrict of Columbia Branch of the National
Association for the Advancement of Colored
People, urging consideration of their reso-
lution with reference to endorsement of
House bill 4437; to the Committee on Labor.

1512, Also, petition of the Gulf Coast Rod,
Reel, and Gun Club, urging consideration
of their resolution with reference to endorse-
ment of H, R. 519, the Mundt bill; to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors,

SENATE

Fripay, Fesruary 1, 1946

(Legislative day of Friday, January 18,
1946)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian,
on the expiration of the recess.

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

O Thou Shepherd of Souls who dost
neither slumber nor sleep, we seek the
completeness which is only in Thee, be-
cause Thou hast first sought us. In con-
science, in quiet hours when above
earth's strident voices the still small
voice speaks to ourselves, in thoughts
that will not stay on the ground, in deep
needs that drive us to Thyself, in the
sacrament+of human love, the beauty of
nature, the spiritual heritage of our race,
in seers and prophets and in Christ over
all Thou dost stand at the door and
knock. May we open the door and, ad-
mitting the Divine Guest, be ourselves
fit channels of that love which at last
will break down every wall of partition
and fulfill the desires of all nations. We
ask it in the dear Redeemer’'s name.
Amen.

FEBRUARY 1

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the President
of the United States were communicated
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his
secretaries.

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS

Mr. O’'DANIEL obtained the floor.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr, President, if the
Senator from Texas will yield, I wish to
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Be-
fore that i, done, the Chair would like to
lay before the Senate certain reports, and
so forth, for appropriate reference, and
there is other routine business which, if
there is no objection, might be trans-
acted at this time.

By unanimous consent, the following
routine business was transacted:

BOARD OF VISITORS TO THE UNITED
STATES COAST GUARD ACADEMY

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be-
fore the Senate a letter from the chair-
man of the Committee on Commerce [Mr.
BarLey], which was ordered to lie on the
table and to be printed in the Recorp, as
follows:

UNITED STATES SENATE,
CoMMITTEE ON COMMERCE,
January 24, 19467
Hon, KENNETH MCKELLAR,
President pro tempore of the Senate,
Senate C fice Building,
© Washington, D, C.

Dear Mr. PresipENT: I am writing to advise
that in accordance with the provisions of the
act of July 15, 1939, I have appointed the
following members of the Committee on
Commerce to be members of the Board of
Visitors to the United States Coast Guard
Academy:

Senator CHARLES C. GosserT, of Idaho.

Senator WiLLiam F. Kxowramp, of Cali-
fornia,

Under the provisions of the law, the chair-
man of the Committee on Commerce is an
ex officio member of the Board. I will an-
nounce the appointment of these members
in the Senate at the first opportunity as they
are designated in January of each year. I
am writing to inform you of the names of my
appointees because of the fact that under the
law the President of the Senate appoints one
member of the Board.

With best wishes,

Yours very truly,
JosiaE W. BAILEY,
Chairman, Committee on Commerce.

BOARD OF VISITORS TO THE UNITED
STATES MERCHANT MARINE ACADEMY

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be-
fore the Senate a letter from the chair-
man of the Committee on Commerce
[Mr. BarLey ], which was ordered to lie on
the table and to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

UNITED STATES BENATE,
CoMMITTEE ON COMMERCE,
Januery 24, 1946,
Hon, KENNETH McXELLAR,
President pro tempore,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mg, PresmpENT: Pursuant to the pro-
visiors of Public Lav' 301 of the Seventy-
eighth Congress I have appointed as mem-
bers of the Board of Visitors to the United
States Merchant Marine Academy the fol-
lowing members of the Committee on Com-
merce:

Senator JouN L. McCLELLAN, of Arkansas.

SBenator Guy CoapoN, of Oregon.
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